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IN CE the Author of the Di/er- 
tation now before us, has been 
A pleaſed to premiſe to his main 
Work, an Aſſertion, which, if 
found true, would make it a Task 
Jof no little Difficulty to aſcer- 
es and Number of the Canonical 
Books of the New Teſtament, it cannot be judged 
improper to ſpend ſome Time in the Confidera- 
tion of it. For as the Truth or Falſhood of 
what is here affirm'd, will be of no ſmall Con- 
I in the following Debate; ſo ſhall we 
allo 


be from hence enabled to make a probable 


Judgment both of the Abilities and Integrity of 


the Inquirer, and what Uſe he deſigns to make 


of his Learning and his Reader too, in his pre- 


ſent Treatiſe. It runs thus: 
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Our Saviour aud his Apoſtles were no ſooner 
off the Stage, than Forgeries of all Kinds broke in 
with irreſiſtible Force; Goſpels, Epiſtles, Acts, 
Revelations, Liturgies without number, publiſhed 
in the Names, and under the feigned Authority of 
Jeſus Chriſt and his Apoſtles, abounded in the 
Chriſtian Church; and as ſome of theſe were as 
early in Time, as any of the Writings in our preſent 
Canon, ſ we find they were received promiſcuouſly 
with them, and held in equal Veneration and Credit. 
Ina word, they were made uſe of by the immediate 
Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, and many of them read 
in the publick Aſſemblies of Chriſtians, as canonical 
Scripture, without the leaſt Mark of Diſtinction 
in point of Authority. | 
The Aſſiſtance he calls in to ſupport this mon- 
ſtrous Poſition, ſtands thus: Vid. ſays he, Dod- 
— evells Diſſert. on Ireneus I. Sect. 38, 39. To- 
lands Amyntor, p. 20. Clarke's Reflect. on 
Amyn. p. 277. Mill Prolegom. F. 133, Fc. 
If theſe three great Men, Dodwell, Clarke, 
and Mill, ſpeak clearly in his Favour, the In- 
quirer has gained a very great Point; but, in 
Reality, they all three affirm the direct contrary, 
viz. That no Books whatſoever, were ever held 
in equal Credit or Veneration in the Church of 
Chriſt, with the Books of the preſent Canon. 
The Examination and Adjuſtment of falſe Quo- 
tations, is a kind of Argument that conveys very 
little Pleaſure, either to him who writes, or to 
the Perſon who reads; but Neceſſity muſt be 
. comply'd with, and Truth maintain'd, altho' 
with the greateſt Trouble. And, 
That we may have a clearer View of what 
Mr. Dod well lays down in the two Sections here 


cited, we muſt know, that the only Point he 
there 
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there endeavours to prove, is this, — That the 
preſent Canon of the Goſpel; was eſtabliſhed in 
the Time of Trajan, and not before. For, ſpeak- 
ing of the Writings of the New Teſfament, and 
the Tradition of the Elders till the Times of 
Trajan and Adrian, when this Objection is ſtart- 
ed, That the Writings of the New Teflament 
were lels diſtant from the Performance of the 
Fafts; from whence it came to paſs, that the 
Diſciples, who were Eye-witneſ/es, bore Teſti- 
mony while Things were more treſh in memory z 
and that more Men were then alive, who might 
have given witneſs to this kind of Writing: 
Mr, Dodwell replies, © I willingly and eafily 
& allow this to be true, if it be underſtood of 
« the Mritings themſelves, that they were writ 
« while Things were more freſh in Memory: 
« Bur if it be underſtood of a Collection of the 
& canonical Scriptures into a Canon, and a Pub- 
„ lication of them thus collected through the 
« univerſal Church, to the Intent that the Ca- 
& tholick Churches ſhould have that Canon for 
ce the future, as a common Rule of Faith and 
„ Manners, I do not think this to be ſo true as 
e the Adverſaries imagine.” | 
This Argument he purſues through the -hirty- 
ninth Hection, and more than once affirms, that 
"till the Times of Trajan, there was no * Canon, 
B 2 no 


Hoc, fi de ſcriptis ipſis intelligatur, ut fuerint 2/4 re- 
centiori memoria ſcripta, lubens ego facileque verum fuiſſe 
conceſſero. Sin de rH canonicorum collectione in 
canonem, collectorumque per eceleſiam univerſam publicatio- 
ve, ut canonem illum deinceps pro fidei morumque zorma 
haberent Eccleſiæ Catholicæ communi ; id vero non exiſti- 
mo adeo fuiſſe, quam putant adverſarii, verum. Dadiv. 
+ Diſſert. in Iren. F. 38. 

* Nondum conſtitutus eſt librorum ſacrorum canen, nec 


receptus aliquis in Eccleſia Catholica librorum certus nume- 
ru 
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no certain Number of Books eſtabliſh'd by the 
Catholick Church: And again, — The true Wri- 
kings of the Apoſiles were not diſtinguiſhed by 
any publick Mark or Cenſure of the Charch. Bur 
all this, which relates immediately to a publick 
and authoritative Declaration, made by, and for 
the uſe of, the univerſal Catholick Church, is 


very far from proving, that any Forgeries were 


ever held, by any Aſſemblies of Chriſtians in 
thoſe Days, in equal Credit and Yeneration with 
the preſent Goſpels. For' if, as Mr. Dodwel af- 
ſerts, the Canon of the Four Evangeliſts was eſta- 
bliſh'd in the Times of Trajan, the Cauſe why 
theſe Goſpels were then declared canonical, and 
received as the common Rule of Faith and Man- 
ners by the Catbolick Churches, muſt proceed 
from the united Teſtimony of All Chriſtians :— 
That 7he/e had always been acknowledged as the 
Writings of the Apoſtles or apoſtolical Men, and 
conſequently held in greater Credit and Venera- 
tion, than other Writings that treated of the 
ſame Subject. And, 

We find Mr. Dodwell himſelf frequently aſ- 
ſerting the ſame Truth; eſpecially when he 
maintains, that * no private Man in the Age of 
Irenæus, could be compared with the Apoſtles in 
regard to the Gift of Miracles, he concludes 
thus: © So ſhall we have 0 Writings that will 
& be able to rival the canonical Writings of the 
New Teſtament.” And again, ſpeaking of the 
Firſt Converts to Chriftianity, whom the Apoſiles 
uſually ordained to be Biſhops and Deacons; when 
he had particularly mentioned Clemens Romanus, 


Hermas, 
7 Nulla prorſus nota, aut cenſura eccleſiæ publica con- 
ſtaret, quæ quibus eſſent anteferenda. Se. 39. 


2 Privatus nullus fuerit, qui gradi miraculorum præditus 


fuerit Apoſtol ico.— Sic ſcripta nulla habebimus, quæ ſcripta 
N. T. canonica poterunt æmulari. Dodw. Pref. F. 8. 


(3) 


Hermas, Ignatius, and Polycarp, he concludes 
with this clear Diſtinction:— The Writings of 
theſe Men, as they are inferior to the apoſtolical, 
ſo are they to be preferr'd to all human Compo- 
ſitions. 

Thus we at once ſee, what were the real 
Sentiments of Mr. Dodwel, viz. that he conſtant- 
ly held thoſe evangelical Writings, which were 
collected into a Canon, and publickly received by 
the univerſal Church in the Time of Trajan, to 
have always been of a ſuperior Value, and diſtinct 
Conſideration from all other Writings whatſo- 
ever ; — none could rival them; — All were inferior to 
them. 

His next Evidence is Mr. Toland, whom we 
may reaſonably allow to be fairly quoted; but 
how Dr. Clarke (who writ purpoſely to diſprove 
what Mr. Toland advanced) can be brought in 
as a proper Witneſs, is ſomewhat ſtrange. The 
Doctor's Words are theſe; * Tis alſo certain, 
that as the unqueſtioned Works of the Apo- 
& ſtles, whenever they were cited, were look'd 
upon by all as infallible and deciſive; ſo the 
* other Pieces, whilſt they were quoted and 
„ urged by ſome, might as freely be denied, 
© or not yielded to by others. Vainly there- 
“fore doth Mr. T. object, That they who believe 
& the Epiſile of Clemens and the reſt to be genu- 
ine, cannot give any Reaſon why they do not ad- 
*© mit it into the Canon of Scripture.” Thus far 
the Doctor. As vainly therefore, in his Opinion, 
does the Inquirer aſſert, That Forgeries were ad- 
mitted with the canonical Scriptures, without the 
leaſt Mark of Diſtinction in Point of Authority. 


Bur 
* * 1 . * 7 
Sunt itaque eorum ſcripta ut Apoſlolicis inferiora, ita ta- 


men humanis omnibus longe anteferenda. Diſert. 2. in 
Iren. \. 16. | 


* Clarke's Reflect. on Amynt. 5. 277. 


* 
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But perhaps Dr. Mill may ſpeak more to 
his Purpoſe; I muſt therefore follow him there 
alſo. Now this learned Author, who ſpent his 
whole Life in Inquiries of this Nature ; after he 
had aſſured us, from the Authority of Juſtin, 
that ſome Parts of the Goſpels, or of the Old 
Teſtament, were publickly read in Chriſtian Aſ- 
ſemblies on every Lord's- Day, he adds immedi- 
ately, For by this Practice the primitive Chri- 
ce ſtians teſtify d, that theſe our Go/pels obtain'd 
ce the ſame Credit with them, as the Writings 
« of Moſes and the Prophets did in the Syna- 
c gogue z and that theſe had the ſame Autho- 
& rity among Chriſtians, that thoſe had among 
“ the Zews. For altho' Writings, which were 
c not divinely inſpired, were ſometimes read to 
ce the People, yet that was done occaſtonally 
c“ only, and in ſome particular Churches; for 
c inſtance, the Epiſtle of Clement among the 
“Corinthians, and that, as I may ſay, in the 
ce Place of Homilies, or to inform their Morals. 
% But the Goſpels (rogether with the Epiſtles of 
the Apoſtles, as many as were then placed in 
ce the Canon) were held as divine among all Chri- 
&« ſtians every where; and, as ſuch, were read in 
cc all Churches every Lord s-Day, no leſs than 
« the Volumes of the Law and the Prophets 
« (were read) every Sabbath by the Jews.” 

I I deſire 


1 Licet enim ſubinde recitata fuerint ad populum etiam 
ſcripta haud $467Tv«F ; factum tamen id ex occaſione dun- 
taxat, idque apud particulares quaſdam eccleſias, uti v. gr. 
epiſtola Clementis apud Corinthios; & quidem Homiliarum 
(ut ita dicam) loco, five ad informandos mores. Evangelia 
vero, (una eum epiſtolis Apoſtolorum quotquot in canonem 
jam relatæ . ro divinis apud omnes _— Chriſtia- 
nos habebantur; n in ſingulis eccleſiis lectitabantur 
quovis die Dominico, non minus ac volumina legis & pro- 
Phetarum, a Judzis 1πτ may ozfbamy. Mill. Prolegem. 
p.38. h 


Rb 

I defire the Reader will be here pleaſed to ob- 
ſerve, what a full Specimen our Author has gi- 
ven us of that firifteft Regard to Truth, with 
which, he afſures us, he has conducted himſelf 
in this Inquiry. A bad Cauſe may call out for 
any ſort of Aſſiſtance; but ſurely it is much be- 
neath the Character of a Gentleman to give it 
any of this Nature. Had it been the [nquirer's 
Misfortune to have miſtook Mr. Dodwell, the 
manner of his Writing, always thronged with 
Matter, and the Roughneſs of his Language, 
might have pleaded ſome Excuſe: But what 
muſt we think, or what ſhall we ſpeak of that 
Man's Morality, and Love of Truth, who brin 
in Dr. Mill and Dr. Clarke as Vouchers for his 
Opinion, when in the very Places he refers to, 
they ſpeak in as full and open a Contradiction to 
what he lays down, as the Power of Words can 
make them. But in Reality, ſuch are the Ene- 
mies of theſe Paſtoral Letters, and of the Cauſe 
of Chriſtianity, which is ſo well defended by 
them! | 

Having thus ſhewn the notorious 15 of 
that Poſition, on which indeed the whole of his 
Diffrtation is erected, viz. That in the firſt Ages 
of Chriſtianity, there was no ſtated Difference in 
the Church, between genuine and forged Books, 
I ſhall proceed to, E I at firſt intended, a 
Vindication of the Third Paſtoral Letter, from 
thoſe many and undeſerved Reflections, with 
which the Inquirer has endeavoured to aſperſe 
both it and the Author of it. 

The Deſign of the firſt Paſtoral Letter being, 
00% lay before us the Evidences of the Chriſtian 
* Religion, as drawn from the Accounts which the 
* Evangelifts give us of our Saviour Chriſt; His 
Z * Lordſhip 
© Inquiry, p. 75. > Paſtoral Letter, p. 3. 
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Lordſhip was naturally led on, from a general 
Reconſideration of it, to ſet forth the Excellen- 
cy of the Chriſtian Inſtitution, in its ſeveral Do- 
Frines, and their reſpective Tendencies; and upon 
the whole, to open to us the Perfection and Hap- 
pineſs to which it advances human Nature, both in 
this Life and the next, far beyond any thing that 
the mere natural Powers of Body and Mind could 
have diſcovered, and attained tio. 

The Evidences and the Excellency of the 
Chriſtian Inſtitution, being thus fairly propoſed 
to our Acceptance, and warmly preſſed upon 
us, there remained nothing to make the Work 
perfe& in its kind, as a juſt Repreſentation, and 
full Defence of the Chriſtian Religion, but to 
ſhew the Genuinene/s and Authority of the Wri- 
tings of the New Teſtament, which is effectually 
performed in this Third Paſtoral Letter. 

This was entring into the real Merits of the 
Cauſe: For, as his Lordſbip obſerves, ** If the 
« Writings of the New Teſtament be not authen- 
& tick (i. e. either the Writings not genuine, or 
the Authority not divine) the Infidel Scheme 
« is well founded: But, on the other hand, if 
<« they be authentick in both theſe Reſpects, 
“ Chriſtianity ſtands unſhaken and immoveable ; 
and all Pretences either that it is not well 
ce founded, or that it is no more than mere Mo- 
« rality, muſt fall to the Ground.” 

Here then we find a fair, open, and impartial 


State of that Queſtion, which is the moſt impor- 
tant in it/ elf, and in its Conſequences, that can be 


offered to the Attention of a mortal Man. 

Our Inſidels being thus reduced to a Neceſſity, 
either of ſeeming to admit the Truth of Chriſti- 
anity, if they remained ſilent, or elſe openly to 

prove 

I Paſtoral Letter, p. 4. 4 Ibid. 9. 6. 
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prove the Writings of the New Teſtament to be 
not authentick; it can be no matter of Surprize 
to any one (who has in the leaſt obſerved their 
manner of acting or writing) to find, that this 
laſt Method was thought moſt expedient, as 
what alone could ſeem to countenance a Cauſe 
already driven to a defenceleſs State. 

And to this Purpoſe the Inquirer has taken 
great Pains to lay together all that his own 
Thoughts or Reflections could ſuggeſt ; as alſo 
whatever Materials could be had, from Adver- 
ſaries ancient or modern. But as it is plain to any 
one who reads his Diſertation, that the preſent 
Defenders of Chriſtianity are as much the Objects 
of his Diſpleaſure, as the firſ# Preachers of it, or 
as the 2 itſelf; and that All his Civilities 
and Reaſonings are not beſtowed on Cbriſt or 
his Apoſtles, or their immediate Succeſſors, only 
tho' it muſt be own'd they are beſtowed on 
them with a very warm Heart, and a very libe- 
ral Hand.) I think it moſt convenient, 

Firſt, To examine what is particularly obje&- 
ed to any Facts or Reaſonings contain'd in the 
Third Paſtoral Letter, which, we are told, has 
occaſioned this Inquiry. 

And then proceed to ſhew, that his Lord/bip 
has produced the moſt proper and concluſive 
Evidence, to prove the canonical Authority of the 
Goſpels; and that he has thereby fully eſtabliſh'd 
the Point in Queſtion, and done as much as ei- 
ther his Promiſe or the Nature of his Work re- 
quired. 4 

And, /a/tly, That he has laid before us all ze- 
ceſſary Arguments to create a reaſonable Ah. 
rance, that the Goſpels have been faithfully tranſ- 
- mitted ro the Chriſtians of ſucceeding Ages. 


C Firſt, 
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Firf then, I am to examine what is obje&ed 
to any Facts mentioned, or Reaſonings alledged 
in this Paſtoral Letter. „ 
And here it will be proper to obſerve, once for 
all, that it is a common Practice with the Inqui- 
rer, when he cites any Sentence from the Paſto- 
ral Letter, to endeavour either by the Addition, 
by the leaving out, or by the Change of ſome 
ſingle Word or Phraſe, to make his Adverſary 
appear trifling, inconſiſtent, or obſcure. Thus 
when the Biſhop ſays, * “ Infidelity can have no 
* poſlible Refuge but in a downright Disbelief 
& of the Truth and Authority of theſe Writings, 
&« viz. of the New Teſtament“ The Inquirer © 
gives it thus: “ He (the Biſhop) proceeds to 
e ſhew, what in truth is the Caſe—That Infi- 
& delity can have no other poſſible Refuge but in 
% Infidelity.” —As if it was not the moſt uſual 
thing imaginable, with all Authors, to perſona- 
life Habits, Vices, Virtues, &c. and then intro- 
duce them, & repreſenting either Individuals, or 
collective Numbers, and performing thoſe very 
Actions, from the cuſtomary Practice whereof, 
thoſe Habits firſt obtain'd their own intellectual 
Exiſtence. And altho' the Ear will not eaſily 
admit of the Inguirer's Emendation, that“ Iufi- 
& delity can have no Refuge but in Infidelity;“ 
yet what is this to his Lordſhip's Aſſertion, That 
the combined Number of Infidels can have no 
Refuge but in adownrighr Disbelief of ſuch Par- 
ticulars as are there ſpecified; or, that Perſons 
tainted with Inſidelity, muſt be reduced to a Ne- 
ceſſity of throwing off the Mast, as we plainly 


ſee they do. 


Again; where the Letter ſays, “ the Perſons 


« who were thus prepared by all ordinary and 
x I natural 


© Paſt, Lett. 2. 5. * Inquiry, p. 10. 3 Paſt, Lett. p. 11. 
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ce natural Qualifications, to give an Account of 
cc the Life and Actions of Chriſt, received alſo 
&« a ſupernatural Aſſiſtance for the Work by his 
cc (Chriſt's) ſending the Holy Ghoſt:” The In- 
quirer quotes in this manner: And beſides theſe 
natural Dualifications (he calls them) they were 
ſupernaturally aſſiſted alſo.— Where by omitting 
the Word ordinary, and not mentioning the Holy 
Ghoſt, whom the Biſbop expreſly ſpeaks of as the 
Giver of this ſupernatural Aſſiſtance, he attempts 
to caſt Obſcurity on the Epither natural; which, 
when it is (as in the preſent Inſtance) contra- 
diſtinguiſh'd to the miraculous Gifts of the Spirit 
of God, carries with it a moft clear and deter- 
mined Signification. But enough of this: A 
bare Specimen muſt be ſufficient for any Reg- 
ders Patience. I ſhall therefore go on to whar 
promiſes us ſomewhat more material. 

And here we find zo Poſitions fingled out 
(from among the fx his Lordſhip has laid down 
in Regard to the whole Canon of the New Te/ta- 
ment.) | 

Firſt, That the four Goſpels contain a faithful 
and true Account of the Birth, Life, Death, Re- 
ſurrection, and Aſcenſion of Feſus Chriſt. And, 

Secondly, That they have been faithfully trauſ- 
mitted to the Chriſtians of — Ages. Upon 
this, the Inguirer adds, © Theſe Heads alone 
« are ſufficient; and which, if the Letter-cri- 
ce ter attends to, and makes good, he will me- 

“e rit the Applauſe of all Chriſtendom.” And 
that his Lordſhip has attended to, and made good 
theſe two Heads, I perſuade myſelf, will ſuffici- 
ently appear to any impartial Reader, by what 
follows in the Sequel of this Diſcourſe. But 

CL I muſt 


Inquiry, p. 12. 3 Ibid. p. 11, 
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I muſt firſt obſerve, what is objected to the 
Facts and Reaſonings, by which the Biſhop gra- 
dually leads us on to a Certainty of thele real 
Truths. And to begin with what his Lordſhip 
alledges, in relation to the Oualifications of the 
eng, and the Subject of their Hiſtory, it ſtands 
thus: | 

: © When we would be ſatisfied concerning 
* the Truth of any Hiſtory, the two 2 3 
<« we chiefly enquire after, are, The Knowledge 
the Writer had of his Subject, and the Cha- 
< racter he bore in point of dy: the firſt 
© to convince us, that he could not be impoſed 
© upon himſelf; the ſecond, that he had no In- 
* clination or Deſign to impoſe upon others. 
Nov, that there was ſuch a Perſon as Jeſus 
& of Nazareth, who lived at the Time the Goſ- 
e pels ſpeak of, and who made Chdice of ſeve- 
e ral Perſons to be his Diſciples, are Facts which 
< the greateſt Enemies of Chriſtianity never de- 
© nied; and if they had denied them, they would 
have been effectually confuted by Writers of 
« undoubted Credit, who lived at the Time, 
© and in the Age which immediately follow'd.” 

Here the Inquirer breaks in upon us, for having 
cited the Paſtoral Letter to theſe Words, —© the 
“Character he bore in point of Integrity,” He 
ſays, „That when the Reader 7 expe- 
% cted he ſhould have fairly entred into ſome 
« ſuch Inquiry; and have proved firſt, who the 


c Authors of the four Goſpels were, and then 


% have given ſome tolerable Account of their 
Character. All he ſays to it is, that the grea- 
« teſt Enemies of Chriſtianity,” &c. And adds, 
&« ] do not find the Lerter-writer offers at any 
e other Evidence for theſe hiſtorical Facts, than 

« the 


# Paſt, Lett. p. 9. ® Inquixy, 5. 11, 12. 
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< the pretended negative one drawn from the 
« Enemies of Chriſtianity not denying them.” 
To this we may reply, that his Lordſhip, as 
will ſoon appear, does enter very particularl 
into the Characters of the Four Evangeliſis; i 
that the Knowledge and Integrity of a Writer 
being ſuppoſed, in the Account he gives of ano- 
ther Perſon's Life and Actions, it was very natu- 
ral for the Reader to expect ſome Satisfaction as 
to the main” Subhect itſelf, (eſpecially upon the 
Inquirer”s Principles, who repreſents the Divine 
Teſus (as he calls him) as living and dying in his 
own Country without Honour, —and —“ ſo obſcure a 
Perſon (as he ſays) he is on all fides confeſſed to 
have been) and to enquire, if it had been at any 
Time made a Queſtion, Whether there ever was 
ſuch a Perſon as Jeſus of Nazareth; or if the 
whole of what we call his Hiſtory, was a mere 
Fiction? When therefore every thing, that could 
tend to the Diſhonour and Deſtruction of Chri- 
ſtianity, had been ſaid by its Enemies; and yet 
the moſt knowing, and moſt bitter of them, 
never denied the Facts above mentioned; the 
Appeal will be found to have much more in it 
than a bare negative Argument. The Silence 
of an Adverſary, where it is ſo much the Con- 
cern of his Cauſe to ſpeak, comes nothing ſhort 
of a Confeſſion; eſpecially when a Proof of the 
Non-exiſtence of Ze/us would have put an entire 
End to the Chriſtian Name, and ſav'd them the 
impious Trouble of Blaſphemy and Perſecution. 
Neither can it be denied, that (when any Wi- 
ter, either barely mentions, or purpoſely con- 
troverts the Morals and Dofrines maintain'd by 
the Followers of ſuch a Se&) theſe two Poſi- 
tions, — That the Author of that Set did once 
Exiſt 3 


1 Inquiry, f. 13. 2 Ibid. p. 15. 


614 
* exiſt; and that he had Diſciples, muſt of Ne- 
þ ceflity be allowed by him as the Foundation on 
4 which he builds. So that the mention of theſe 


| 
7 two Facts was, in the Nature of the Subject, to 
1 be premiſed, before his Lordſhip proceeded to 
i give a more particular Account of the Authors 
of the Goſpels, and of their Knowledge and Inte- 
gritys which he has done in what immediately 
ollows. | 
% 7eſus (ſays the Biſhop) ordained: twelve 
& that they ſhould be with him; who, with others, 
& accompanied him all the* Time that he went in 
© and out among them: And what we find parti- 
“ cularly declared by one, might be truly ſaid 
& by all of them, where-ever they preached, 
& That which we have heard, which we have 
& ſeen with eur Eyes, which we have looked upon, 
c and our Hands have handled, declare we unto 
© you. The Things they recorded as ſaid and 
& done by Chrift, they heard from his own 
„ Mouth, and ſaw with their own Eyes, and 
© did not deliver them upon the Report of 
others, &c.—Thar they alſo ! received a ſu- 
ce pernatural Aſſiſtance for the Work, by his 
& (Chriſt's) ſending the Holy Ghoſt, for this 
* among other Ends, that he might bring all 
& Things to their * REMEMBRANCE whatſoever he 
& had ſaid unto them.” | 
Then, © as to Mark and Lake, the two other 
% Evangeliſts: That it was affirmed by ſome 
of the Ancients, that they were two of the 
„ Seventy Diſciples: But however that be (adds 
« his Lordſhip) after our Saviour's Aſcenſion we 
ce find them expreſly mentioned as Fellow- La- 
„ bourers with St. Paul, to whom the whole 
&« Goſpel 
t Paſt. Lett. p. ro. - * Mark iii. 14. Acts i. 21. *Paſt, 
Lett. p. 11. 5 John xiv. 26. © Paſt. Lett. p. 11. 
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(15) 
« Goſpel had been immediately revealed from 
« Heaven; and one of them with St. Peter, 
« whom Chriſt choſe to be with him in the 
« whole Courſe of his Miniſtry.” | 
To this the Inquirer replies, That it is falſe 
of Matthew, that he ſaw all Chriſt's Miracles 
from the Beginning; and does not relate to Mark 
and Lake, two other of the E liſts. And, 
then * as to the ancient Enemies of Chriſtianity, 
whom the Letter- writer in this, and another Place, 
lays great Streſs on, as having never denied the 
Goſpel Facts, it may with much better Grace be 
affirmed, that they never believed them; for if they 
did, Why were they any longer Enemies to Chri- 
ſtianity? And, tis very certain (1 am ſorry to ſay 
it) there is* no mention of any ſuch Perſon as Chriſt 
by Name, in any one profane Author, whether Jew 
or Pagan, at or near Chriſt's own Time, as the 
Lerter-writer, Without any Ground, is pleaſed to 
affirm For as to Tacitus, Suetonius, and Pliny, 
Contemporaries under Trajan, theſe all living in 
the ſecond Century, at an immenſe Diſtance Sow 
Paleſtine, could know nothing of the Goſpel Hiſto- 
ry, but from common Report 5 and what they ſay 
either of Chriſt, or his Followers, is ſo little for 
their Credit, that the Letter- writer bad much bet- 
ter omitted all mention of theſe Authors. 
We ſhall have Occaſion hereafter to examine 
more particularly in what Senſe, or with what 
Degree of Truth, St. Matthew may be ſaid to 
have been with Chriſt from the Beginning; and 
that ir does relate either to St. Mark or St. Luke, 
the Biſbop no where affirms. The Authority of 
the ancient Exemies of Chriſtianity, is the preſent 
Queſtion : Whether any thing at all can be col- 
lected from them; and whether, if collected, it 
would 
Inquiry, p. 12. * Ibid. p. 13. 5 Ibid. p. 14. 
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(16) 

would turn to the Prejudice or Advantage of our 
Religion. And 1/, As to the Goſpel Facts, 
which the Biſhop ſays were never denied by the 
Enemies of Chriſtianity, they are the ſame that 
are already mentioned, viz. * That Jeſus lived at 
ſuch a Time, and gathered Diſeiples; ro which 
he adds, p. 16. that hs lived in Judza, and ſuffer- 
ed Death upon the Croſs. And theſe his Lordſhip 
calls rhe ſeveral Facts related in the Goſpels, which 
receive Confirmation from the Teſtimony of other 
Hiſtorians both Jewiſh and Pagan, who lived at 
or near the Time. | | 

Now ſuppoſing theſe Goſpel Facts to be aſſent- 
ed to as true by any Heathen; yet moſt evident 
it is, that theſe alone cannot have the leaſt In- 
fluence toward his Converſion ; for hitherto we 
know nothing of the moral Character of the 
Man, nothing of the Tendency of his Doctrine; 
ſo that we may with a very good Grace affirm, 
that the Enemies of Chriſtianity might believe 
theſe Facts, and ſtill retain the ſame Diſpoſition 
of Mind which they before poſſeſſed. If indeed 
the Inquirer, by theſe Goſpel Facts, means the 
whole Hiſtory of the Go/pe/, what he then ſays 
will have the Appearance of Truth: but he muſt 
at the ſame time confeſs, that the Biſhop ſpeaks 
of ſuch particular Facts only, as ab/trafedly con- 
fider'd, are by no means qualified to produce 
any Change in the Faith of him who hears them. 
A Heathen might believe theſe, and yer continue 
what he was. 

From preſumprive Arguments, let us go on 


to Authorities, and ſee whether we can alleviate 


the Inquirer's Sorrow, and prove that Chriſt was 
mention'd by Name by unchriſtian Authors, at 
or near his own Time. Tertullian is the firſt 

Author 


? Paſt, Lett. ↄ. 9 


(17) 
Author his Lordſbip has * produced, who, ſpeak- 
ing of the Crucifixion of Chriſt, and other Par- 
ticulars relating to him, ſays, * All theſe Things 
were reported by Pilate ro Tiberius Ceſar. And 
ſpeaking of the Chriſtian Name which firſt en- 
ter'd into the World in the Time of * Tiberius, 
—3s alſo of the Perſecution under? Nero, he ap- 
peals to their own Knowledge, and ſays, Conſult 
your own Records. And, — of the Sun's bein 
darken'd at the Death of Chriſt, he ſays, You 
have what then happen'd to the World in 
your own Archives. 
Now, that it was the known Uſage of Go- 
vernors, as his Lordſhip here obſerves, to tranſ- 
mit Accounts to their Emperors of the Tranſ- 
actions in their reſpective Provinces, is allowed 
on all hands: And from hence we might natu- 
rally conclude, if no Author had expreſly ap- 
peal'd to theſe Accounts, that Pilate was not 
wanting to his Duty in this Reſpect. But when 
Tertullian, who, as Euſebius remarks, was ſo 
*critically and exactly learned in the Roman Law, 
appeals to their own Records and Archives for 
the Truth of thoſe ſeveral Facts he there men- 
tions, as relating to Chriſt; I think there can 
remain no Doubt, but that Heathen Writers, 
who lived at that Time, did mention Chriſt by 
Name; unleſs what is related in the Acts and 
Monuments of a Nation, can be ſuppoſed to 
be there recorded by no Author at all. For, 
-D When 


 * Paſt. Lett. p. 17.  * Ea omnia ſuper Chriſto Pilatus 
Czfari tum Tiberio nunciavit. Apo. 3 Tiberius, cujus 
tempore nomen Chriſtianum in ſeculum introivit = 1 Con- 
ſulite veſtros commentarios; illic reperietis Neronem, Ec. 
: Eum caſum mundi relatum in Archivis veſtris habetis, 4po/. 
x 763 Feralas vous ufs dv, · Euſ. Eccl. Hiſt. /iþ. 
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What they ſay, tends either to the real Advan- 


(18) 
When a Writer of approved Truth and Know- 
ledge relates a Piece of Hiſtory, as taken from 
ſuch a Record, the Credibility of the Fact ſub- 
fiſts entirely on the Veracity of the Author of 
that Record; all that we expect from the Re- 
later of it, is, that he delivers to us either an 
uncorrupted Copy, or the genuine Senſe of it. 
Let us ſuppoſe we knew nothing of any Roman 
Stateſman or General, for inſtance of Fabius Maxi- 
mus, but what we read in Livy; yet when that 
Hiſtorian makes mention of Acts cotemporary with 
that Hero, from whence he extracted his own 
Account of him, what an Abſurdity would it 
be to ſay, there is no mention made of any ſuch 
Perſon as Fabius by Name, in any one Author 
at or near his own Time; and from thence in- 
ſinuate, the whole ſtory of him was a meer Ficti- 
on? Whereas in Reality the ſeveral Parts of his 
Life are taken from Writers and Records coeval 
with him: So that if Livy or Tertullian appeal 
with Truth to the Acts of the Roman People, in 
ſupport of what they relate in regard to Chrift 
or Fabius, we mult either grant that they were 
both mentioned by Writers of their own Age, or 
be driven to maintain this contradictory Poſition, 
5 an Extract of a Record, is not an Extract 
of it. | 
We muſt now fee how far Tacitus, Suetonius, 
and Pliny will ailift the Biſbop, and how far 


tage or Prejudice of Chriſtianity. And Tacitus, 
(as is generally allow'd) was born the laſt Year 
of Claudius, or the firſt of Nero, A. D. 73 or 
4; Pliny the Year after; Suetonius about the 
beginning of Veſpaſian's Reign, A. D. 69 or 70. 
So that ue of theſe Authors, who are repre- 
ſented under the Diſadvantage of living in the 
ſecond 


( 19) 
ſecond Century, muſt be at leaſt forty-ſiæ Years 
old, before the fir/# ended; and the laſt about 
thirty. And Tacitus, who gives the fulleſt Ac- 
count of the Perſecution of the Chriſtians under 
Nero, was in-all probability an Eye-witneſs of 
it, in the Year 64. What he fays is to this 
Purpoſe: That wg 2 

The Chriſtians (as the common People call 
& them) were hated for their Wickedneſs; that 
the Author of that Name was ChRisr, who, 
„in the Reign of Tiberius, was put to death 
* by the Procurator Pontius Pilate—that the 
« qdereſtable Superſtition, which was for the 
« preſent ſtopped, broke out again not only 
« over Judea, the Origin of that Evil, but 
over the City, whither every thing that is wick- 
© ed and ſhameful reſorts, and is well received; 
«© ſome of them who were firſt ſeized making 
«© Confeſſions, by their Diſcovery a great Mui- 

& titude were convicted.“ | 99 
It may not be improper here to ask, if no 
Heathen or Jewiſh, Author had mentioned Chriſt 
by name, How the Hiſtorian comes to be ſo ve- 
Ty exact as to thoſe ſeveral Fas which the Bi- 
ſhop mentions? Firſt, As to his Name, that it was 
Chriſt; — then as to his Diſciples, that they were 
called Chriſtians ;— then as to his Suffering, and 
the Perſon who condemn'd him, Pontius Pilate: 
as to the 7:me when, that it was in the Reign 
P23 nt 


? Quos per flagitia inviſos, vulzus CurisTiaNos appel- 
labat. Auctor nominis ejus Eads qui Tibetio im- 
peritante per Procuratorem Pontium Pilatum Yay cnn af- 
feftus erat. Repreſſaque in præſens exitiabilis ſuperſtitio 
rurſus erumpebat, non modo per Judzam, originem ejus 
mali, ſed per urbem etiam quo cuncta undique atrocia aut 
pudenda confluunt celebranturque. Igitur primo correpti 
qui fatebantur, deinde indicio eorum ' mu/tityde ingen. 

ac. I. An. 15. c. 44- | 
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( 20) 

of Tiberius. Laſtly, that all this was done in the 
Country of Judæa. How came this to paſs, I 
ſay, if no Heathen or Fewiſh Hiſtorian had men- 
tioned theſe Facts? For had he conſulted any 
Chriſtian Author, he muſt have found a very 
different Account of their Religion and their man- 
ner of Life, from what he here gives. 

However, we have this Remark to make for 
the Honour of Chriſtianity, That in about thirty 
Years after the Death of Chriſt, (whoſe Name, it 
ſeems, was then very well known, as were alſo 
the Facts his Lordſhip ſpeaks of) there were, even 
by the Confeſſion of its Enemies, a vaſt Number 
of Chriſtian Converts in the City of Rome; and 
a great Multitude of them ſuffered for their Re- 
ligion in that Place, which the Inguirer ſets at 
ſuch an immenſe Diſtance from Paleſtine, t hat 
the Inhabitants could know nothing of the Go/- 
pel Hiſtory, but from common Report; but for- 
gets to let us know, how common Report could 
have Force enough to eſtabliſh a Religion con- 
trary to that of the Empire, or give Men Cou- 
rage and Reſolution to ſuffer Death for the Pro- 
feſſion of it: So that this very Conſideration of 
the immenſe Diſtance of Rome from Jeruſalem, 
which the Inquirer heedleſly brings to deſtroy 
the Credit of Chriſtianity, is a plain Argument 
that it was aſſiſted by a more than human Power. 

Suetonius only ſays, in the Life of Nero, the 


. Chriſtians were puniſh'dz a Se& of a new and 


wicked Superſtition. The Name, we ſee, was 
common; and their Intelligence came from 
Enemies, -who were all comprehended under 
Few or Heathen. 
But Pliny certainly had his Relation from the 
beſt Hands in the 7 of Trajan, not above four 
Years after the Death of St. John, and about ſe- 


I yenty 


(. 21+) 

venty after that of Chriſt, when he acted as Pro- 
conſul in Pontus and Bithynia; the Situation of 
which Provinces takes off above half from the 
Inquirer's formidable Argument of Diftance. It 
would be needleſs to tranſcribe the whole of his 
Epiſtle to the Emperor, tho' it is a Record of 
unqueſtioned Truth, and gives us a glorious and 
exalted View of Chriſtianity. Here he ſays, [ 
“ asked the Chriſtians who were brought before 
« me, Whether they were Chriſtians or not? 
« If they confeſſed, I repeated the Queſtion a 
« ſeccnd and a third time; if they perſevered, I 
ordered them for Execution. —T hoſe who de- 
«© nied themſelves to be, or to have been Chri- 
„ ftians, followed my Example, ' invoked the 
&« Gods, offered Wine and Incenſe to your Image 
(which I purpoſely placed among the Statue 

of the Gods) and 4 Chriſt. But thoſe 
„ who are truly Chriſtians, can never be com- 
<« pelled to do any of theſe Things. Thoſe who 
had renounced Chriſtianity, affirm'd, That the 
* whole of their Fault or Error lay in this, that 
<<. they were accuſtomed to come together on a 
*© ſet Day, before it was light, to ſing a Hymn 
among themſelves, alternately, to Chriſt as 
* God; and to oblige themſelves by an Engage- 
** ment, not to any Wickedneſs, but that they 
„ ſhould not commit Thefts, Robberies, or 


« Adulteries; 


Interrogavi ipſos an eſſent Chriſtiani ; 'confitentes, ite- 
rum, ac tertio interrogavi, ſupplicium minatus. Perſeve- 
rantes duci juſſi qui negarent { eſe Chriſtianos aut fuiſſe, 
quum præeunte me, Deos appellarent, & imagini tuz, 

uam propter hoc juſſeram cum ſimulacris numinum afferri, 
thure ac vino ſupplicarent, præterea maledicerent Chriſto ; 
quorum nihil cog poſſe dicuntur qui revera Chriſtiani ſunt. 
—AIlit ab indice nominati ſe eſſe Chriſtianos dixerunt & mox 
negaverunt—affirmabant autem hancce fuiſſe ſummam vel 
culpz ſuz vel erroris, quod eſſent ſoliti ſtato die, &c. Pin. 
Epi. l. 10. Epiſe. 97 
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« Adulteries; that they ſhould not prove worſe 
« than their word, or refuſe to return what was 
ce left in their Truſt: after which it was their 
« Cuſtom to depart, and meet again to take 
« ſome Food, which was common and inno- 
cent. On which Account I thought it more 
cc neceſſary to ſearch out what was the real 
« Truth, by examining on the Rack two Wo- 
« men who were call'd Servants (or Deaconeſſes): 
« when I could find nothing but a froward and 
“ immoderate Superſtition. — The Caſe ſeems 
« worthy of your Thoughts, chiefly for the 
«© NUMBER of thoſe who will be brought into 
« Danger; For many of every AGE, of EVERY 
« ORDER, and of BOTH SEXEs are called, and 
« will be called into Danger: For not only the 
« City, but Villages, — Country Places, are 
« ovyer-ſpread with the Infection of this ſuper- 
& ſtition.” | 

Here we have again a Confeſſion of the ſame 
Nature as above, that the Chriſtians were ex- 
ceeding numerous in Pontus and Bithynia; and 
moreover, that they were many of every Order, 
and conſequently many of them of the firſt Cha- 
rafter and Diſtinction; which, I think, is ſome- 
what for the Credit of Chriſtianity, ſince Infi- 
dels ſo frequently reproach our Religion, as fol- 
lowed only by Slaves and baſe- born Wretches: 
But how unjuſtly, let this learned Heathen ſpeak. 


And to me it ſeems the nobleſt Character that 


can be given of any Number or Society of 
Men, to ſay, That they rather choſe Death, 
than a baſe Compliance with 7dolatry; and 
that they renew'd their Engagements at every 
Aſſembly, for the more ſtrict and better Per- 
formance of the greateſt moral and ſocial Du- 
ties. I am perſuaded, had they went no ich 

ther, 


( 23) 
ther, the Inquirer himſelf, and the whole Free- 
thinking $chool, would have generouſly pronoun- 
ced them Men of the moſt juſt, the moſt noble 
Sentiments: But here is their Misfartune, they 
refus'd to blaſpheme Chriſt; nay they ſung a 
is 


Hymn to him uaſi Deo; and this at once de- 
ſtroys all their Pretenſions to Judgment, Ho- 
nour, or even common Senſe. | 
So that had the Biſhop aſſerted, what he 
only * implies, that ſuch a Perſon as Chrift by 
name, was mention'd by unchriftzan Hiſtorians, 
at or near his own Time, it is evident that the 
Authors his Lordſhip there produces, are more 
than ſufficient to ſupport that Aſſertion; as 
well as that the Accounts which Tacitus, Pliny, 
and Suetonius have given of Chriſt, are both of 
Uſe and Credit to the Chriſtian Cauſe: And that 
his Lordſhip has not * riſqued the Truth of our ſa- 
cred Writings (as the Inquirer alledges) upon the 
ſole negative Evidence, of the Heathens not refuting 
them. For all that has been hitherto ſaid in re- 
gar to the Heathens, is barely this, That ſome 
ads related in the Goſpel were never denied 
by any ancient Hiſtorians which we know of, 
but received Confirmation from ſeveral of them, 
whoſe Works are come ſafe to our Hands; all 
which is uſed but as, a concurring Argument, 
and is of a poſitive Nature. 


We muſt now fee whether the Inguirer is 
more, fortunate in his Attempts upon that Evi- 
dence which his Lordſhip has produced from the 
Friends of Chriſtianity: And whereas the Biſhop 
has ſaid, —* That what we find particularly de- 
«* clared by one (Apoſtle) might be ſaid of them 
& all, That which. we have heard, which wwe have 
« ſeen with our Eyes, &c.” To this the, Inquirer 

replies, 
1 Paſt. Lett. p. 16. Inquiry, 9p. 16. 
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replies, The lite of which I believe was never 
net ſo haſtily and needleſiy aſſerted before Infidels; 
it being certainly true that the Evangelical Apo- 
ſtles have, with good Reaſon, related many Things 
of their Maſter, which they neither heard, nor 
ſaw, directly ſaid, or done by him; and which 
indeed could not otherwiſe happen, unle/s we ſhall 
ſuppoſe them faſtened to his Side, even as Ribs, 
never to depart from bim. And having recount- 
ed ſeveral Facts and Diſcourſes contain'd in the 
eight firſt, and part of the ninth, Chapters of 
St. Matthew, he ſays All theſe are recorded evi- 
dently from Hearſay. The Apoſtle was * preſent 
to none of them himſelf; they were all done be- 
fore his Call to the Apoſtleſbip; for he was not 
with Jeſus from the beginning, as the Letter- 
writer heedleſly aſſerts, if any Credit is to be 
given to the Series of the Apoſtle's own Hiſtory. 
And proceeding to recount other Facts which, 
he ſuppoſes, St. Matthew muſt record upon the 
Report of other Men, he concludes the preſent 
Argument thus: * Therefore the Letter-writer 
ſeems a little raſh in making this a Topic of 
Defence — That the Apoſtles recorded Nothing 
but what they ſaw with their own Eyes, No- 
thing «pn the Report of others; when 'tis ſo. 
evident, to look no farther, That one half of the 
Goſpel we are treating of, is built upon Tradi- 
tion only. © | 1 

The Charge runs high, and threatens much; 
the Biſhop has aſſerted what was never ſo haſtily 
and needleſiy aſſerted before Inſidels; and yet 
moſt evident it is, that 70h aſſerted the ſame 
above 1600 Vears ago, when the World, as 
it is ſaid, was not entirely free from Infidels: 
Nay, what the Biſhop here ſays, is only an Ac- 
| commodation 
I Inquiry, 9. 17, 18. * Ibid. p. 19. * Tbid. p. 20. 
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commodation of St. John's own Words to the 
other Apoſtles; which can be thought to mean 
neither more nor leſs in this their Application, 
than that they were true of them in the ſame 

reciſe Senſe in which St. John knew them to 
be true of himſelf. 

Now this Declaration made by St. John,— 
That which we have heard, that which we have 
ſeen, &c. does not contain any ſtrictly poſitive or 
excluſive Aſſertion, that he delivered NoTrniNG 
but what he himſelf had actually ſeen the Mord 
of Life doing, or heard him ſpeaking: For not 
to mention the Converſation which CHriſt held 
with Nicodemus, which, from the Time of his 
coming to Chriſt, and the Danger that attended 
it, we may well ſuppoſe roo private to admit a 
third Perſon: What paſled between Chriſt and 
the Woman of Samaria, mult come to St. John 
by other Means than his own immediate Pre- 
ſence at what was then diſcourſed —Cbr:if's Diſ- 
ciples were gone away into the City to buy Meat, 
ch. iv. 8. and ver. 27. when his Diſciples return, 
they marvelled that he talked with the Woman , 
Jet no Man ſaid, What ſeekeſft thou, or why talkeſt 
thou with her? And whether the ſame Reaſons 
that hindered the 77igh-Prieſts from going into 
the 7udgment-Hall, viz. leſt they. ſhould be defi- 
led, did not influence St. Jobn allo, 1 will not 
take upon me to determine: Or, whether he 
was preſent at the Interment made by Zo/ephand 
Nicodemus. But this is certain, that he was not 
an Eye-witneſ5 to the Circumſtances of his Re- 

ſurrection: and that what he relates of Chriſt's 
Appearance and Diſcourſe with Mary, ch. xx. 
from ver. 11 to ver. 17 incluſively, is a Narra- 
tive taken from her own Mouth, ver. 18. Mary 
Magdalen came and told the Diſciples that ſhe had 
E ſeen 


— 


. 
i 
7 

". 
vo N 
1 
* 
4 
is 
* 
5 
" 
* 
by 
1 
x 
* ” 
4 | 
* 
9 
N 
1 1 
8 
5 
b ö 
" ; 
7 
| 
' 


SIS — — 


— — 
. 


— ==> 
— 2 l 


" » & . 3 


— - — 


222 — . — — 


- 4 2 * 
* — CS — 
2 

2 


— 8 
33 2 
— — — 


— — 


* 3 8 4 
— > — * — + 2. beck þ.— a 


( 26 ) 


ſeen the Lord, and that he had ſpoke theſe Things 


unto her; which, as the Inquirer ſpeaks, is build- 
ing upon Tradition only. 

As therefore St. John, who firſt ſpoke the 
Words in Controverſy of himſelf (if his own 
Practice may be his Interpreter) did not confine 
them to ſuch a rigorous and peremptory Mean- 
ing, as that he had delivered Nothing, in its 
ſtricteſt Senſe, of the Life, Preaching, and Actions 
of Chriſt, but what he himſelf had been an Eye 
or Ear-witneſ5 of: So when this Declaration is 

r-miſed and laid down, as the Ground-work of 
what follows, the ſubſequent Application of it 
to other Authors, muſt be over-ruled and deter- 
mined by the primary and genuine Interpreta- 
tion of it. With the ſame Degree of Truth and 
Prudence, therefore, that St. John delivered theſe 
Words of himſelf, and that too when there were 
Infidels in the World, does the Biſhop extend the 
Force of them to the other Apoſtles, and among 
them to St. Matthew, and that too, as it ſeems, 
before [nfidels. If the Diſciple whom Feſus lo- 
ved, acted in this Particular haſtily and needleſiy, 
the Biſhop, it muſt be owned, has copied his 
Practice in this, as well as in other Parts of his 
Care for the Church of Chriſt. 

In Reality, the Inquirer idlely quarrels with a 
known Form of Words, common to profane as 
well as chriſtian, to claſſical as well as eccleſiaſti- 
cal Mriters; with all whom it is uſual to beſpeak 


our Attention and Aſſent, by repreſenting any 
Hiſtory or Account of Things, as given by Au- 


thors who were Eye or Ear-witneſſes, without 
ever intending to affirm, That they related No- 
THING but what they themſelves actually ſaw or 
heard, in its firſt Form and Appearance. What 
is It that makes the Expedition of Cyrus, — 

| C 
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the Retreat of the Greeks, better received than 
moſt other Hiſtories, bur that it was writ by 
Xenophon, who was preſent in the Army in the 
Aſcent of Cyrus, without any Poſt, and who 
ated as a General in ſafely bringing off the 10000 
Greeks? Ask this Queſtion of any Man of Learn- 
ing, and he preſently replies, Theſe Accounts 
came from a Perſon who relates what he heard 
and /aw, who was actually preſent in the midſt 
of theſe Affairs, who bore no inconſiderable 
Share in many of them; whoſe Knowledge 
therefore cannot be queſtioned. From the 
ſame Topic are Ceſar's Commentaries recom- 
mended; his own Eyes and Ears conveyed to 
him the Truth of thoſe Tranſactions which he 
there records. And yet how many Councels, 
Speeches, and Actions, do we find related by 
both theſe Authors, at which it is impoſlible 
ro conceive them preſent? unleſs, with the 
ingenious Inquirer, we will ſuppoſe them faſt- 
ened to the Side, even as Ribs, of every indi- 
vidual Friend or Enemy, whoſe Name or Ac- 

tions are there mentioned. 5 
Look into the ancient Writers of the Church, 
and the Apoſtles are always ſpoke of as thoſe who 
F what they had flew and heard of the 
ite and Doctrine of Chriſt, and particularly di- 
ſtinguiſn'd by the Appellation of ev7ia, or 
Eye-witneſſes. Nay, Chriſt himſelf, if we may 
credit St. John, has been as raſh and heedleſs in 
his Aſſertions as the Letter-writerz and in truth 
the Letter-writer only repeats what our great 
High-Prieft was pleaſed to ſpeak to them aſter 
the Laſt-Supper; John xv. 27. Le alſo ſhall bear 
witneſs, becauſe ye have been with me from the 
beginning. If we are called upon to prove, that 
thoſe ro whom Chriſt then ſpoke were the Apo- 
| E 2 ſtles, 


( 28 ) 
les, we mult refer to the Context of St. John, 
ro Matth. xxvi. 20. Mark xiv. 12. Luke xxii. 7. 
if that St. Matthew was one of the Apoſtles, we 
appeal ro Matth. x. 3. Mark iii. 18. Luke vi. 
15; and of theſe very Men it is, that Chriſt at- 
firms that they had been with him from the be- 
ginning; and thence infers, as the Biſhop has done 
aftcr him, that they were duly qualified to bear 
witneſs of what he had done and ſaid. 

Upon a Review then of the Particulars, we 
ſhall find, that in one Article laid to his Charge, 
the Biſhop has cited a Paſſage of Scriptureas ſpoke 
by St. John, and applied it to St. Matthew and 
the other Apoſtles in the fame Senſe, and conſe- 
quently with the ſame Degree of Truth, as that 
Author ſpeaks it of himſelf: And in the other, 
he has repeated the very Words that Chriſt him- 
ſelf ſpoke to the Apoſtles and of them; and af- 
firm'd them to be true, which ſeems to be his 
greateſt Crime. So that if the Biſhop has, in 
theſe Particulars, as the Inquirer is pleaſed to aſ- 
ſerr, acted haſtily, raſbly, and heedleſiy; he has 
the Authority of Chriſt, of St. John, and of the 
whole Chriſtian Church to comfort him, from 
its Infancy, to the late accurate Dr. Clarke ; who 
ſays, That the Apoſtles could not be impoſed on 
& themſelves, is evident They converſed from 
© the beginning with our Saviour himſelf, they 
& heard with their Ears, and /aw with their 
Eyes; they /ooked upon, and they handled with 
& their Hands of the Word of Life, as St. John 
6 expreſſes it, 1 John i. 1.” 

And what may be of more Weight with ſome 
Men, Heathen Authors themſelves fall into this 
way of ſpeaking, when they tell us, that Xeno- 
Phon and Cæſar, one in the Expedition of Cyrus, 


| the 
Evidence of Nat. and Rev. Rel. 5. 322. | 
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the other in the Gallic War, writ what they 
themſelves /aw and heard; which is an indefi- 
nite and ufual manner of Speech, and is not im- 
properly applied in either Inſtance, becauſe they 
were actually preſent to the greateſt Part of what 
is there recorded. But let the Inquirer uſe them 
as he has the Biſhop, and add from himſelf, where 
he thinks proper, the more preciſe negative Term 
Norhi No- but what they ſaw, &c. or the exclu- 
five Particle Ox. what they heard, c. and he 
may then pronounce them as much in the wrong, 
and with the ſame Juſtice too, as he does the 
Biſh i | 


op. 

[ have before repeated what his Lordſhip ob- 
ſerved of St. Mark and Luke,—* That ſome of 
the Antients thought they were two of the 
&« ſeventy, - But that they are expreſly mention- 
c ed as Fellow-Labourers with St. Paul, and 
e one of them with St. Peter, &c.” To this the 
Inquirer replies as follows: 

:6© The Letter-writer ſays," firſt, That it is af- 
« firmed by ſome of the Antients they were two of 
& the Seventy Diſciples, but durſt not name thoſe 
& Antients, becauſe he knew he had none to 
© name before the third Century, whoſe Tradi- 
tion is of no Conſequence— Papias Biſhop of 
„ Hierapolis (the moſt ancient of all the Fathers) 
“ ſays of Mark expreſly, That he wrote from his 
« own Memory what he had heard of Peter — 
« And St. Luke, in the Exordium of his own 
„ Goſpel, intimates, That he wrote not what he 
& himſelf was an Eye-witneſ5 of, but what he un- 
« ſerſtood from others whowere—Thele are ſuffi- 
& cient Teſtimonies that neither Mark nor Luke 
& were of the Number of the Seventy Diſciples, 
“as the Letter-writer, from Evidence he durſt 


: © not 
Inquiry, p. 20, 21. 


only ſays,.—t 
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& not name, would infinuate ; as alſo that they. 
«& were traditionary Writers What he (the Bi- 
« ſhop) affirms next of theſe Evangeliſts, is, that 
they were both Fellow- Labourers (he calls them) 
& of Ft. Paul and St. Peter; which he does upon 
« no other Ground, than for that he finds the 
« Names of one Mark and one Luke in St. Paul's 
„ Epiſtles, and alſo of Mar in one of St. Peter's: 
« Bur theſe Names being ordinary, the Queſti- 
on ſtill remains, firſf, Whether the Go/pels 
“ were indeed compoſed by Perſons bearing 
ce thoſe reſpective Names, which, (ſay Heretics) 
the Titles by no means aſcertain. And, ſe- 
&« condly, if ſo, Whether they were the identical 
« Perſons mentioned by thoſe Apoſtles; about 
« which the Letrter-writer knows Divines differ, 
« and which therefore he ought not to have 
ce concealed from his inquiſitive Reader.” — 
To the firſt Part of this, we. mult obſerve, 
that the Biſbop does not inſiſt upon St. Mark and 
St. Luke being two of the ſeventy Diſciples; he 
— ſome of the Antients afhrm'd it; 

and without giving his own Opinion in the Caſe, 
adds. but however that be which is a com- 
mon Form of paſſing over a Point when we do 


nor preſs it upon the Aſſent of others. The In- 


quirer has furniſhed us indeed with two Eviden- 
ces, Origen and Epiphanius, at the Bottom of 
the Page, where he is pleaſed to ſay, that this 
laſt Father ſpeaks only of Lake; and yet I find 
theſe very Words in Epiphanius, according to 


his own Reference, p. 428. EVD 5 wen 7dy 


Marder dxbAu dog javoueros & Megnos 79 A5 life 
S 'Popy ir, T0 'Evayy ini iO .. 3 os 
iy ar e F AGE, i. e. preſently after 
Matthew, the care of writing a Go/pel was — 
| mitte 


® Inquiry, p. 21, 22. 
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mitted to Mark a Follower of the holy Peter : 
This Man was one of the /eventy-two, &c. What 
Negligence, or what Aſſurance is this in an Au- 
thor who pretends to Candor and Exactneſs? 
Bur let Epiphanius ſay what he thinks fit, it 
matters not, for it ſeems the Tradition of the 
third Century is of no Conſequence. What a 
conciſe Method of Reaſoning is this? The Man 
who is Maſter of it, can never want the Plea- 
ſure of Succeſs in his own Imagination: And 
yer I could wiſh that, inſtead of this, he had 
ſeriouſly applied himſelf to have anſwer'd what 
Dr. Whitby produces in his Preface to St. Luke's 
Goſpel, in Proof of what the Biſhop does not 
here inſiſt on, viz. that St. Mark and St. Luke 
were two of the Seventy. 

I muſt beg the Reader to obſerve, with what 
Solemnity the Inquirer introduces Papias Biſhop 
of Hierapolis, whom, in order to increaſe our 
Reverence and Attention, he falſly calls the moſt 
ancient of all the Fathers, and then pronounces 
what he fays a ſufficient Teſtimony: And well 
it is for this old Father, that the Inquirer wanted 
his Aſſiſtance z for within twenty-five Pages, he 
will meet with a very different ſort of Treat- 
ment. For when it is deſired, that what this 
Biſhop of Hierapolis, this moſt ancient of all the 
Fathers, (as hecalls him) ſays inregard to St. Mat- 
thew's Goſpel, may be received as a ſufficient Te- 
ſtimony, then the Inquirer replies, © This is 
founded upon Tradition, received from Papias,— 
* a Man (/ays Euſebius) of a weak Judgment, 
e and a fabulous Author /o that upon this Fool 
and Knave both (according to Euſebius) doth the 
« whole Tradition depend.” 
ny ds Ds Now 
Inquiry, p. 45. 
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Now whether Papias was really a Foot and a 
Xnave both, or whether (as there is unqueſtio- 
nable Authority to prove) he was a plain honeſt 
Man, of a narrow way of thinking (cut &v 
7?y vo); I ſhould be glad to know by what Art 
the Inquirer will make what he ſays in relation 
to St. Mark a /ufficient Teſtimony, and nothing but 
a ſenſeleſs knaviſh Story when St. Matthew is con- 
cerned. Let us have ſome Criterion whereby 
we may know what part of his Evidence is to be 
received, what rejected. But this is one of thoſe 
Arcana of Controverly, by which. the Inquirer 
will be ever able to ſupport any thing he pleaſes 
to advance. 

But to return to St. Late, and what he ſays 
of himſelf: The Cauſe of his writing was the 
Practice of other Authors; and, as 1 conceive, 
the good Reception they met with who treat- 
ed the ſame Subject. His Qualifications for the 
Work, he thus expreſſes in general Terms, Thar 
he had an exact Knowledge from the * very firſt : 
By what Means he arrived at this perfect Under- 
ſtanding, as he himſelf has not declared, I think 
no one can from hence alone conclude, that he 
was not of the Number of the Seventy, or that 
he was a traditionary Writer. | 

The Inquirer graciouſly allows, that the Names 
of one Mark and one Luke are to be found in 
St. Paul's Epiſtles, and alſo of Mark in one of 
St. Peter's, but thinks this no ſufficient Ground 
for the Biſhop to aſſert that they were both Fel- 
tow-Labourers of Ft. Paul and St. Peter; and ſo 
far is true, that from the bare mention of one 
Mark or one Luke, nothing of moment can be 

inferred 


z Euſeb. Eccl. Hiſt. J. 3. c. 39. 2 Tho! if we ſhould 
render c voher, cœlitus, from Heaven, the Scripture Uſe of 


that Word would juſtify the Tranſlation, 
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inferred; much leſs, what the Biſhop no where 
aſſerts, that they were both Fellow-Labourers of 
St. Paul and St. Peter. For tho' his Lordſhip falls 
in with their Opinion, who think the ſame Per- 
ſon is intended, where Mark is mentioned in the 
Writings of St. Paul and Sr. Peter; and there- 
fore, on this Hypotheſis, affirms, that Mark and 
Luke were with St. Paul; yet he expreſly adds, 
and one of them (Mark) with St. Peter. 

Now that Mark, under one of theſe Chara- 
ers, if not under both (and either of them is 
equally concluſive as to the Authority of the Hi- 
ſtory, which is the only Point in view) did write 
the Goſpel we have under his Name, is a Truth 
univerſally allow'd by All Church- Writers. His 
own Sandius fays, The following Books of the 
New Teſtament have been always held * canonical 
by the Church, the Four Goſpels, viz. of Mat- 
thew, Mark, Luke, John— And that thoſe of St. 
Mark and St. Luke were received upon the Au- 
thority of Sr. Peter and St. Paul, Mr. Dodzwell 
(than whom no Man had a clearer View of An- 
tiquity) aſſures us: - And the other Goſpel; 
„ (fays he) writ by the holy Diſciples Mark and 
* Luke, were recommended to the Church in 
„the Name of the Apoſtles, whole Diſciples 
they were, vx. of the holy Peter and Paul. 
The Biſbop has here united the Accounts we 
have of a Perſon called Mark in the Ads and in 
the Epiſtles, and made them center in the ſame 
Invidual; and if theſe Accounts ſhould in Rea- 

F lity 

Pro canonicis N. T. libris ſemper ab eccleſia habiti ſunt 


ſequentes : Evangelia 4, ſcil. Matthæi, Marci, Lucæ, Jo- 
hannis. Hiſt. Eccl. p. 3. 


*—Alia illa conſcripta quidem a diſcipulis 8. S. Marco & 


Luca, Apoſtolorum autem quorum illi fuerant diſcipuli, S. S. 


Petri nimirum & Pauli, nomine eccleſiæ commendata. Prof. 
in Diſſert. in Iren. F. 10. 5 
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lity belong to two Perſons, which yet is far 
enough from being certain; Infidelity would 
reap no Advantage from it: For all thoſe Au- 
thors who ſuppole different Men to be mark'd 
out in theſe Accounts, do yet maintain, with the 
greateſt Unanimity, that St. Mark the Evange- 
lift is included and ſpecially deſign'd in one part 
of theſe Deſcriptions; which the Biſhop, and 
before him, many ancient and modern Authors 


have conceived to belong to one Perſon only. 
For, 


As Cotelerius, whom the Inquirer mentions in 
his Notes as a Favourer of the laſt Opinion, ve- 
ry candidly obſerves, —*© The Apoſtle, Col. iv. 
* 10, 11. among his Aſſiſtants names Mark the 
« Coulin of Barnabas: The Evangeliſt, (lays he) 
< if we credit the firſt Dialogue concerning the 
true Faith in God, not far from the Begin- 
ning, among Origen's Works, or Victor An- 
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1 * tiochenus, in the beginning of his Commen- 
1 “ taries on Mark; or Oecumenius and Theophy- 
N act upon the Ads of the Apoſtles; or Eutbe- 
FAY: cc 


mius in the Proem of the Goſpel according to 
* Mark and Haymon, upon Col. iv. 11. The 
* ſame Apoſile writes, Phil. 24. Marcus, Ari- 
„ ftarchus, 


1 Apoſtolus Coloſ. iv. 10, 11. inter adjutores ſuos Marcum 
1 conſobrinum Barnabz nominat, Evangeliſtam, fi credimus 
| dialogo primo de recta in Deum fide, non procul ab initio, 
apud Origenem; Victori Antiocheno initio commentario- 
rum in Marcum, Oecumenio & Theophylacto ad Acta Apo- 
| ſtolorum ; Euthymio in proœmio Evangelii ſecundum Mar- 
cum, & — ad Coloſ. iv. 10. Ab eodem Apoſtolo 
Philem. 24. ſeribitur Mayxos, Aęlcap es, Anudc, Auxd c, 
61 h e. Qui Marcus ex interpretatione Hieronymi, 
F ac poſt eum Haymonis, Evangelii conditor eſt. Et vero de 
| Luca conſentiunt Ou xs quod Pauli fuerit diſcipulus, co- 
| mes & coadjutor, quodque — Evangelium præcipue ad 
Paulum Apoſtolum debeat referri. Coteler. Not. in Conftit. 
Apeſtol, I. 2. c. 57. 
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© flarchus, Demas, Lucas, my Fellow-Labou- 
ce rers; which Mark, according to the Inter- 
e pretation of St. Jerome, and after him of Hay- 
& non, is the Author of the Goppel. — And, in- 
“ deed of Luke, ALL agree that he was the 
« Diſciple of Paul, and that the Goſpel of Luke 
4 ſhould be principally attributed to the Apoſtle 
3 

So that according to Cotelerius, who is one 
of the Inquirer's own Evidence, we find that it 
has been a Queſtion among Divines, Whether 
there was one or to Perſons mentioned by the 
Name of Mark; as alſo that many great and an- 
cient Authors have been in the Biſhop's way of 
thinking. We are alſo certain, - that this ge- 
neral Poſition has been always peaceably recei- 
ved; that Mark, who is mentioned in the New 
Teſtament, was Author of the Goſpel; which is 
the Subſtance of what his Lordſhip here contends 
for; and till that can be diſproved, his Argu 
ments remain in their full Strength. And as for 
St. Luke, what is here ſaid of him, is agreed to 
by ALL. 

Upon the whole, I know not how to give, 
or where to find, ſo good an Account of theſe 
two Evangeliſts, and their Goſpels, as his Lord- 
ſhip has given us; to which I ſhall as candidly 
ſubjoin what the Inquirer has objected to it. 

** The Accounts ( /ays the Biſhop) which the 
* Antients give of thoſe two Goſpels and the 
Writers of them, are as follows: Jrenæus 
* ſays, That Mark, the Diſciple and Interpreter 
of Peter, committed thoſe Things to Writing 
* which had been related to him - Peter, and 
that Luke, the Companion of Paul, recorded 
* in a Book the Goſpel which Paul preached. 

F 2 3 
Paſt. Lett. p. 12, 13. 3 Iren. J. 3. c. 1. 
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And elſewhere * he ſays of St. Luke, that he 
was an inſeparable Companion of St. Paul, 
and his Fellow- Labourer in the Goſpel. Ter- 
** 7ullian ſays, That the Goſpel which Mark pub- 
liſhed, is affirmed to be Peter's, whoſe Inter- 
* preter he was; [as writing in Greek what he 
© heard St. Peter deliver to the Jews in their 
* own Language} and that which is drawn u 
by Luke is aſcribed to Paul. Euſebius relates, 
* upon the Authority of more ancient Writers, 
That the Chriſtians at Rome prevailed with 
* Mark to ſet down in Writing the Doctrine 
which Peter had preached ; and that after- 
wards Peter confirmed it, and authorized it to 
be publickly read in their Aſſemblies. And elſe- 
where, from Origen, * The ſecond Goſpel is that 
of Mark, who ſet it down as it was deliver'd to 
* him by Peter; and the third, that of Luke, 
* which is commended by St. Paul. To theſe 
ve muſt add, what the ſame Euſebius ſays, as 
handed down by Tradition to his Time,* Thar 
„ St. John approved the other three Goſpels, 
c and gave his Teſtimony to the Truth of them. 
And © That Copies of theſe holy Goſpels were 
« with great Zeal convey'd to remote Countries 
« by thoſe who ſucceeded the Apoſtles in the 
«& Propagation of the Chriſtian Faith: And they 
e were read in the publick Aſſemblies, and re- 
e ceived as the Foundation of that Faith, with- 
out the leaſt Mark of Diſtinction in Point of 
6 Authority.” 
This may ſeem rather long for a Quotation, 
but the Evidence is clear, full, and excellently 
pur 
Iren. J. 3. c. 14. 2 Tert. contra Marcion, J. 4. c. 5. 
. e 5 Ibid. J. 3, 
c. 24. 6 Ibid. c. 37. 7 Juſt. Mart. Apol. 2. Iren. 
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put together; each Part gives and receives mu- 
rual Light and Strength. And that the Ingui- 
rer may not complain, what he replies ſhall be 
ſer down alſo at its full Length. It ſtands thus: 

The Gentleman proceeds to give ſome Ac- 
e count, and to eſtabliſh the canonical Authority 
of their two Goſpels, which he endeavours ar 
„by raking into the Fathers, and proving by 
& ſome few Citations from them, not that thoſe 
&« Goſpels were compoſed by immediate Inſpira- 
„ tion, which it was his Buſineſs to do—Bur 
« firſt, That Mark wrote down bis Goſpel, as it 
% was preach'd by Peter; and, ſecondly, That 
« Luke compoſed his out of the Sermons of Paul. 
„ Of which Facts, tho' we are at no manner 
of Certainty, yet the Letter-writer concludes 
with the ſame Aſſurance, as if he had given 
us the moſt convincing Proofs of all he con- 
trends for.—Thus (ſays he) ftlands the Evidence 
f the Truth of the Goſpel- Hiſtory, with regard 

to the exact Knowledge the Writers had of their 
Subject; tho' I cannot but obſerve too, how 
ſoon he has chang'd his Note.— Juſt now he 
would have it believed Mark and Luke were 
of the inſpired Diſciples of Jeſus, Workers of 
Miracles, and to have wrote of their own Know- 
ledge and Experience; but now he 1s content, 
if you will but admit them to be the Pedi/e- 
qui of Peter and Paul, and to have derived 
their Knowledge from them. He has indeed 
the Enemy at all Advantage. Mart and Luke, 
it ſeems, were either inſpired themſelves, or 
they were taught by thoſe that were; and 
this is his way of defending the Divine Au- 
* thority of the New Teſtament, 


cc 


I might 
Inquiry, p, 22. 
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I might now appeal to any one who is at all 
converlant in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, Whether the 
Accounts here ſuggeſted to us, are not the moſt 
material ones that can be collected from the fr/# 
Church-Friters? If then, that Evidence which 
the Bi/hopthus produces, cannot be overthrown, 
either by ſhewing that theſe Authors do not re- 
ally /ay what his Lordſuip makes them ſpeak; or 
that they themſelves could kyow nothing of the 
Matter; or that if they did, they would not 
communicate it to others, as the Truth required: 
If none of theſe Things can be made out (and 
we ſee nothing like it is attempted) all the Rules 
of juſt Reaſoning will oblige us to conclude, 
that the Authority of theſe Goſpels is ſufficiently 
ſupported. | WU : 

Who can eaſily divine what Proofs will ſa- 
tisfy the Inguirer? If the Chriſtian Cauſe would 
gain any countenance from Authors of the third 
Century, he pronounces very dogmatically, — 
their Tradition is of no Conſequence. If we alledge 
Writers of greater Antiquity, that is called ra- 
king into the Fathers; and (as weſee) not thought 
fit to deſerve a particular Anſwer. And as to 
the Biſhop's changing his Subject, or his Note, 
as the Inquirer calls it, the Accuſation is intirely 
falſe, it being no part of his Buſineſs to prove 
that St. Mark and St. Luke writ by immediate 
Inſpiration: For, as we have before obſerved, 
his Lordſbip's Arguments do not ground them- 
ſelves upon a Suppoſition of their being two of 
the Seventy. But that they received a true and 
perfect Knowledge of all Things neceſſary from 
St. Peter and St. Paul which was a real part of 
his Buſineſs, the Biſhop has fully and diſtinctiy 
proved: To which the Inquirer thinks it a ſuf- 
ficient Anſwer to ſay, what might as effectually 

3 deſtroy 
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deſtroy the Credit of any Poſition whatever, of 
theſe Facts we are at no manner of Certainty. He 
might as well have ſpoke our, and told us, Ire- 
neus, Tertullian, Euſebius, Juſtin, and Origen, 
do indeed ſay what the Letter-writer alledges, but 
a Free-thinker never believes a ſingle word of 
what thoſe old Dotards write. As to what he 
is pleaſed to aſſert of St. Mark's Goſpel in a Re- 
mark at the bottom of the Page, it is introdu- 
ced in too looſe and general a manner of ſpeak- 
ing, to admit of any particular Conſideration 
viz.” — «© ſome ſay—others ſay —others — the 
© moſt judicious, both ancient and modern ſay 
« —” for ſince he quotes no Author by his Name, 
it is not eaſy to collect whether he has any other 
View than to amuſe his Reader with this looſe 
way of talking, and thereby draw off his Atten- 
tion from what the Biſbop has here laid before 
us in ſo judicious and concluſive a Method. A 
Writer who would build upon Authorities, muſt 
ſpecify the Originals from whence he takes them, 
or elſe his Argument and his Credit too will great- 
ly ſink in the Judgment of an underſtanding Rea- 
der. 

But what follows in relation to St. Luke being 
more particular, I will conſider how far it is 
true: It runs thus, „As to Luke, he himſelf tells 
« us, That he wrote what he received from 
e thoſe who from the beginning were Eye-witneſſes 
« of the Word; which cannot be underſtood of 
& Paul. Anonym.“ This anonymous Commen- 
tator, I ſuppoſe, refers to the Proem of St. Luke's 
Goſpel; where the Evangeliſt having premiſed 
that many had endeavoured to give an Account 
of Things believed among us (iv iu) in the ſame 
manner as thoſe who were Eye-witne//es and Mi- 

niſters 
* Inquiry, 5. 22. 2 Ibid. 
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(4 
niſters of the Word delivered to (iir) us, where 
the ſame collective Body of Chriſtians is intend- 
ed in both Places, he then proceeds to ſpeak of 
himſelf in the ſingular Number; it ſeemed good 
even unto me, (x«pd:) to write, c. without ſpe- 
cifying in what particular manner he came by 
his Knowledge. All St. Luke aſſerts, as I before 
obſerved, is this, That thoſe Hiſtorians endea- 
voured to follow the Tradition of the Eye-wit- 
neſſes, &c. but of himſelf he only ſays in general, 
that he had a perfect Knowledge of his Subject: 
So that nothing is to be inferred from hence, 
which can in the leaſt affect what the Biſhop, 
and before him the Fathers have aſſerted. 

cannot find any Place in this Paſtoral Letter, 
where the Biſbop deſires us to believe that Mark 
and Luke were of the inſpired Diſciples, or that 
they wrote of their own Knowledge and Experi- 
ence. Thoſe indeed who inſiſt upon their being 
two of the Seventy, deſire us to believe theſe 
Things; bur, as I muſt again repeat, his Lord- 
ſhip does but barely mention that Hypotheſis, 
and does not pretend to build upon it: So that 
I imagine he will be well content, if they be 
admitted as the Pediſſegui (how ſcornful ſoever 
that Appellation may be thought) of (plain) Pe- 
ter and Paul; and if fo, I think he has the Ene- 
my at as much Advantage as he deſires to have 
him, i. e. confeſſing the Truth of what he here 
maintains. 


For it being allow'd that St. Mark and St. Luke, 


who were the Companions of St. Peter and St. 


Paul, did write the Goſpels which go under 
their Name, it will be found a very proper 
way of defending the Authority of theſe, or any 
other ſingle Book of the New Teſtament, if we 
can with Truth (as in the preſent Caſe) afirm— 

Hes that 
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hat the Authors of them were either immediate- 
inſpired themſelves, or that they were inſtru- 

Qed. as far as was neceſſary to eſtabliſh the 

Truth of the Books in queſtion, by thoſe who 

were ſo inſpired. In both Caſes the divine San- 

ction proceeds from one and the /ame Spirit. 

I could wiſh the Reader would here obſerve, 
what a conciſe manner of Reaſoning the Ingui- 
rer uſes in confuring the Arguments of his Ad- 
verfary : — If the Biſhop ſays ſome Goſpel Facts 
were not denied by the Heathens, then he is 
charged ©: with riſquing the Truth of our ſacred 
« H/ritings, upon the ſole negative Evidence of 
© the Heathens not refuting them; than which 
nothing can be more ridiculous or yet dange- 
& rous.” —” Tho? I think no one but the Inqui- 
rer ever - imagined, that the Biſhop intended to 
prove our Goſpels ſacred, becauſe ſome Facts there 
recorded are not deny'd by Heatbens. No! but 
ſomething muſt be ſaid; or a raw Diſciple, out 
of mere Reſpect to the Heathen World, and 
their not denying of it, might be induced to 
believe, that there really was a Perſon named 
Chriſt,—who lived in Fudea,— gathered Diſci- 
ples, —and ſuffered by the Sentence of Pontius 
Pilate, in the Reign of Tiberius; —and from 
thence infer,—that every thing which Chriſti- 
ans ſay is not chimerical and imaginary. 

Again; if his Lordſhip builds upon what the 
Heathen Hiſtorians have actually related, why 
then theſe very Authors, who at other Times are 
Men of unqueſtionable Authority, ©: could know 
© nothing of the Go/pel Hiſtory but from com- 
e mon Report.” If the Biſhop turns from them, 
and appeals to Church- Writers, Why then, ſays 
the Inquirer, there is nothing more ridiculous 

G ce than 
Inquiry, p. 16. Ibid. p. 14. #3 Ibid. p. a6. 
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© than to fly for Help to the Fathers, and cite 
© them, torſooth, as good Evidence for the 
Word of God againſt Infidels.” — 9272 

This looks indeed as if the Inquirer was in 
good earneſt; and moſt certainly he is; for if 
Chriſtianity can receive no countenance from the 
Silence, if no Support from the Confe//ion of her 
Enemies; if no Confirmation from Chriſtian Acts, 
Monuments, and Records; if neither thoſe who 
are againſt us, nor thoſe who are for us, may be 
heard in our Defence, the Matter is then juſt as 
the Inquirer would have it, and the Religion of 
Chriſt muſt paſs among Men for mere Fable and 
Deluſion. + 

Bur to return. Upon a Review of what has 
been alledged on both Sides, in regard to the 
preſent Argument, we muſt acknowledge that 
the Bi/op has given us the moſt convincing Proofs 
ok all he contends for (or why has not the In- 
quirer {alfity'd at leaſt ſume one ſingle Evidence 
in particular?) and that therefore his Loriſbip has 
Reaſon to conclude with Aſſurance, — “ Thus 
« ftands the Evidence of the Truth of the 
Goſpel-Hiſtory, with regard to the exact 
Knowledge the Writers had of their Sub- 
„ ject; which ſhews they could not be im- 
„ poled upon themſelves.” 

The ſecond thing to be looked after in the 
Character of an Hiſtorian, is this, That he had 
no Inclination or Deſign ro impoſe upon others. 
And to this Purpoſe his Lordſhip ſays, “ So far 
* were the Perſons from being artful or de- 
*© ſigning Men, that they were reproached by 
* the Enemies of Chriſtianity as rude and mean, 
“ {imple and illiterate; and fo. far were they 
from having any worldly Views of Profit, or 

« Pleaſure, 

7 Paſt. Lett. p. 13. * Ibid. p. 9. pid. p. 13, 14- 
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„ Pleaſure, or Honour, after they ſet out on 
«© the Work of propagating the Goſpel; that 
«« Perſecution, Affliction, and Reproach, were 
< almoſt the conitant Attendants of the Propa- 
e gators of it. As to the Time, they wrote 
and publiſh'd, their Goſpels while the Mat- 
« ters were freſn in memory, and while many 
« Perſons were living who wanted not Inch- 
<« nation to detect them, if they could have 
«© been convicted of Falſhood. And as to 
„their Manner of. writing, it is plain, open, 
and undiſguiſed, free from all Appearance of 
« Art or Contrivance, and carries in it this 
t {1gnal Teſtimony of Truth and Impartiality, 
© That they freely confeis and record the Fails 
4 ings and Weaknefles of themſelves and their 
„ Brethren. If we conſider the Fa#s contains 
c ed in the Goſpel-Hiltory, and the Tendency 
of them, they are ſuch as overthrow the Re- 
e ligion both of Fews and Gentiles, and there- 
« fore could not eſcape the ſevereſt Scrutiny. 
« And if we conſider the Numbers who after- 
« wards undertook to atteſt and publiſh thoſe 
Facts, it is incredible, that if they were not 
e true, no one of them ſhould be prevailed 
«© with, either by Hope or Fear, to diſcover 
the Impoſturez and next to impoſhible to 
«« {uppole, that all of them ſhould ſubmit to 
e the ſevereſt Trials, and many of them to 
e Death itſelf, rather than deny them. Theſe 
<« are the Evidences (ſays his Lora ſbip) that the 
« Evangeliſts had no Intention or Deſire to de- 
„ ceive others. And 

That I may deal with the Inquirer as fairly as 
I have with the Biſbop, I ſhall here fer down his 
Objections at large in his own Words. 


G 2 — « Now, 
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i « Now, firſt, (ſays he) That the Writers of 
* the New Teſtament were rude and mean, 
„ ſimple and iterate ; which the Letter-writer, 


with moſt Divines, affects to acknowledge: 


This, one would think, is ſo far from being 
part of their Commendation, as tis common- 
ly made, that Infidels, I am afraid, will ſtick 
eto it, that 'tis the greateſt Objection poſſible 
to their being Authors; and therefore if they 
«© were indeed rude and mean, ſimple and illite- 
rate, the Reproach will be found to be but 
too well grounded. 

<< But after all, where is the Neceſſity of di- 
„ oulging again and again the Yeakneſſes and 
Incompetencies of the firſt Doctors of Chriſtia- 
© xity? Or, where the Piety or Attachment 
ſhewn to our excellent Religion, to be thus 
„ continually aſperſing its Founders —and fixing 
to their Perſons the baſe Characters of Fools 
© and Beggars? Is not this to expoſe it deſer- 
& vedly to the Scorn of Unbelievers and to the 
« very ſame home Objection, Chriſtians uſually 
„ make to Mahometiſm, viz. That it had none 
ce but an illiterate Blockhead for its Author?“ 

Then, ſecondly, That the Apoſtles had no world- 
* by View: Tho''tis a Truth we are all ſatisfy'd 
< in, yet it cannot be inferr'd, as the Leiter- 
* vriter injuriouſly puts it, from their being con- 
&« ftantly perſecuted and reproached, but the con- 


cc 
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. ** trary, Shame and Puniſhment frequently at- 


«« tending a too eager Purſuit after the World, 
«« never a Contempt of it.— But neither does 
ce the Letter-writer know the Apoſtles were actu- 
all reproached and perſecuted after they had left 
their own Country; and it ſeems to me an ugly 
Reflection upon their Manners, and the Do- 


„% Frines 


7 Inquiry, p. 24, 25. 
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“ Frines they publiſh'd, to ſay they were: 
% For (as St. Peter lays) if they were Followers 


<« of that which was good, who could harm 
« them?” x 


And again, to the ſame purpoſe, ſays the In* 


quirer, * It appears then, according to Father 


« Jrenæus (a Witneſs after the Letter- writers 


<« own heart) that St. Matthew's Goſpel, the firſt 
<« of the four, was not wrote till ar leaſt fxty- 
c four or ſixty-five Tears after our Saviour's Na- 
« tivity, and above thirty Years after his Cruci- 
e fixion; not withſtanding the Letter-writer ex- 
e preſly maintains, That not only this, but all the 
other Goſpels, were wrote and publiſb'd too while 
«© theMatters were freſh in Memory, and while many 
«© Perſons were living who wanted not Iuclination 
« to detect the Evangeliſts, if they could have been 
« convicted of Falſbood; and tho' he knows too 
<< that one of the Goſpels (even that according 
« to John) was not compoſed till near ſeventy 
« Years atter our Saviour's Deceaſe, and an hun- 
fred Years after his Nativity: And farther al- 
« ſo, that the ſacred Writings of the New Te- 
ce //ament could not be obtained by the Hea- 


La 


« thens but thro' Force and Stealth for above 


« two hundred Years longer.” Thus far the In- 
quirer, who, in ſupport af this laſt Aſſertion, 


miſtakes and miſrepreſents the known Story, 


and Cenſure of thoſe called Traditors, in a Note 
at the Foot of the Page. | 
Let us now examine how far the Paſtoral Let- 
ter 1s concern'd in what is here objected: And, 
firſt, we might ſay, that tho' the Biſhop, in order 
to ſhew that the Evangelifis were not artful at 
deſigning Men, produces the Teſtimony of their 
Adverſaries who reproached them as rude and 
— mean, 
Inquiry, p. 37, 38. 
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mean, &c. Vet no one can from hence collect 
that his. Loraſbip has altogether the fame Idea of 
them, in reſpect to theſe Qualities, as their Ene- 
mies had; but only allows the Truth of what 
they ſaid, in ſuch a Senſe as might remove all 
jult Imputation of evil Art and wicked Deſigu 
from their Characters and Proceedings. But 
„ [nfidels, the Inquirer ſays, will ttick to it, 
that it is the greateſt Objection poſſible ro 
their being Authors.” —And, I grant, that In- 
fidels who reſolve obſtinately ro continue ſuch, 
may poſſibly reaſon in this manner.— Bur we, 
who are Chriſtians, know that our Faith does nur 
ſtand in the Wiſdom of Men, but in the Power of 
God. We conlider alſo who it is, that ſaid to 
his Apoſtles, — The Holy Ghoſt whom the Father 
will ſend in my Name, he ſhall teach you all Things, 
and bring all Things to your REMEMBRANCE, 
whatſoever I have ſaid unto you. And the Ob- 
jection hes much ſtronger againſt their ſpeaking 
with Tongues, healing the Sick, caſting out 
Devils, -or any other miraculous Performances, 
which are well known to have been exerciſed 
by them, and yet by all allowed ro exceed the 
Power of any Faculties planted in their Conſti- 
tution by the Hand of Nature. Since therefore 
we have in Fact proved that they were Authors 


and fince it is agreed on both Sides, that the Abi- 


lities born with them, or acquired in'the way 
of Education, were not ſufficient for that Pur- 
poſe, ir muſt follow, that they writ under the 
Guidance and Direction of ſome ſuperior Agent y 
and the Contents of what they writ, plainly 
ſhew, that this Agent was a Patron of G 55 
a Friend to Virtue and true Religion, and conſe- 

” quently 


1 Cor. ii. 5. 2 John xiv. 26. 


— 


(43) 

quently proceeding from the Almighty Fathet 
of Truth and Geodueſs. N dh 

The Inquirer leads us- on from hence. to con- 
ſider, whether they had any worldly Views in 
«© propagating the Geſpel. And tho' he is gra- 
ciouſly pleaſed to tell us, that wwe are all ſatisfied 
they had not, yet he will not allow any one fin- 
gle Reaſon which the Biſhop has alledged ro 
prove it. And, firſt, “ It cannot be inferr'd, as 
<< the Letter-writer injuriouſly puts it from their 
being © conſtantly reproached and perſecuted, 
but the contrary, Sc. Q 

Here the Inquirer endeavours to draw us off 
from whar is called a definize Queſtion, in which 
particular Circumſtances of Perſons, their Mo- 
rals, Dactrines, &c. are jointly included, to the 
Conſideration of one that is general and univerſal ; 
which is downright Sophiſtry. And having pre- 
miſed that Shame and Contempt frequently attend 
a too eager Purſuit after the World (which we 
may ſafely enough allow) he adds, never a Con- 
tempt of it. from whence we are deſired to in- 
fer, that fexce the Apoſtles did meet with Shame 
and Puxiſhment, they did not contemn the World: 
And, moreover, that we cannot conclude, as the 
Biſhop would have us do, from this Topic, that 
they had no worldly Views. 


The Point then particularly before us, is the . . 


Caſe of the Apoſtles, whole fole Buſineſs it was 
to be active and perſevering in the Work of the 
Goſpel; which, as his Lordſhip obſerves, was 10 
overthrow the Religion bath of Fews and Gentiles, 
and therefore could not eſcape the ſevereſt Scratiny. 
And the Inquirer himſelf allows, that Ma#thew. 
(and Parity of Reaſon includes the other * 

ä ad 


The Paſtoral Letter reads perſecution, c. were almoſt 
the conſtant * Paſt. Lett. p. 14. 3 Inquiry, p. 61. 
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had no reaſon to expect a very favourable Hearing 
from a bigotted ignorant World: Their Lord and 
Maſter alſo had ſufficiently forerold what Re- 
ception they were like to find in his Service. 
Now had not theſe Apoſtles entertain'd in their 
Minds a ſettled Contempt of this World, we can- 
not reaſonably imagine they would ever have 
begun, much leſs that they ſhould continue to op- 
pole their new Doctrines to the eſtabliſn'd No- 
tions of Mankind ; when both from the Nature 
of the Enterprize, and the Predifions of their 
Maſter, they were to hope for little but out- 
ward Troubles and Perſecutions. 
If therefore it be allowed (what the next Page 
will more fully prove) that Reproach and Per- 
ſecution did almoſt conſtantly attend the Apoſtles 
in the Diſcharge of their Miniſtry; and if a 
ſteady Perſeverance under theſe Evils, is found 
deſtructive of that Profit, Pleaſure, and Honour 
which Men expect from their worldly Views, it 
muſt come to the Biſhop's Concluſion, founded 
in the Nature of Things, That the injurious 
Treatment which the Apoſtles met with in 
<< propagating the Goſpel, is a ſure Argument 
that they did not act upon ſecular Motives.“ 
And if what St. Paul ſays of Demas proves true, 
That the Love of this preſent World was the Rea- 
fon why he forſook him, we muſt grant, that 
had the ſame Cauſe been equally predominant in 
the Minds of others who firſt preached the Go/- 
pel, it would have produced the fame Effects. 
But ſince they ſuffered Things inconſiſtent with 
this Principle of Action, his Lordſhip is undoubt - 
edly in the right to affirm, that they were not 
directed by it. | 
. 3 And 


— 
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3 
1 » Tim. iv. 10. 
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And indeed the Inguirer ſeems to apprehend 
Danger from this _—_ when he queſtions 
the Truth of their ſuffering as an hiftorical Fatt; 
and ſays, he (the Biſhop) does not know they were 
actually reproached and perſecuted after they left 
their own Country. The Arguments we have 
already taken from the Nature of Things, and 
the Prophecies of Chriſt, as to the Certainty of 
the Facts, might be thought ſufficient: Bur 
ſince this perhaps will not be called Knowledge, 
Hiſtory muſt acquaint us alſo with the actual 
Completion. And fince the Inguirer does not 
diſpute the Truth of the Aſſertion, while they 
remained in their own Country, it is now in- 
cumbent on him, either to prove that Antioch, 
Acts c. xiii. 14. {conium, c. xiv. 1. Lyſtra, verſe 
6. Philippi, c. xvi. 12, Cc. Theſſalonica, c. xvii. 
1. Corinth, c. xviii. Epheſus, c. xix. are all Ports 
of Judæa; or that the Suſferings which ſome of 
the Apoſtles are ſaid to have undergone in thoſe 
Places, are mere fabulous idle Stories. Beſides, 
all Eccleſiaſtical Writers, altho' they are not ve- 
ry exact in the Particulars, are ananimous in this, 
That the Apoſtles, in general, did ſuffer great A 
fliftions for the ſake of the Goſpel, and laid down 
their Lives for the Teſtimony of Jeſus, as Clemens 
Romanus, an Author of undoubted Credit, and 
who lived at the ſame Time, expreſly relates of 
St. Peter and St. Paul. Peter, ſays he, ſuſtained 
not one, or two, but many Labours; and ſuffer- 
ing Martyrdom, went to the Place uf Glory that 
was due to him. Paul carried Chains ſeven 
times, was ſcourged, was ſtoned, preached 7 6 
| H e 
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the Eaft and Weft, taught the whole World Ju- 
ſtice—and ſuffering Martyrdom, left the World, 
and went into the holy Place, being the greatelt 
Example of Patience. 5 
But if the Biſhop has ſaid the Truth, the In- 
guirer will take what care he can that the Chri- 
ſtian Cauſe ſhall have no Advantage from it: 
For it ſeems to him “an ugly Reflection on their 
« Manners, and the Doctrines they publiſhed, 
& to ſay they were reproached, Cc. Let theſe 
Reflections ſeem as ugly as they will, it is our 


* Buſineſs to defend the Truth without Addition 


or Diminution. And we have already proved 
from the Tendency of their Miſſion, ſupported 
by hiftorical Facts, that the ſtrong Attachment 
of the Heathen World to 7dolatry, and the Pre- 
poſſeſſion of the Jews in favour of the Law of 
Moſes, were the real Cauſes of all the evil Treat - 
ment they received: ſo that whatever is agly, 
muſt be laid upon the Authors of their Perſecu- 
tion, and on them alone. And 

Yer ſomewhat follows worſe than all this; 
the Inquirer has made a very fortunate Diſcovery 
even in the Books call'd canonical; St. Peter has 
ſaid, Mo is he that will harm you, if you be fol- 
lowers of that which is good? From whence we 
are deſired to infer, that if any one ſuffers Diſ- 
— Reproach, or Perſecution from his Fel- 
ow- Creatures, which we affirm to be the Caſe 
of the Apoſtles, he muſt of Neceſſity be a Fol- 


lower of that which is evil. An Inference con- 


tradictory to every Man's Obſervation and Know- 
ledge! A Man who looks on preſent Pain, pro- 
ceeding from any Cauſe whatever (which poſſi- 
bly may be ſome Men's Caſe) as Harm or Un- 
happineſs, will readily fall in with this extraor- 
dinary Interpretation: But St. Peter, who had 

| cndured 


1 
endured ſo many Labours for the Goſpel, was of 
a contrary Opinion, and declares, That ſuffering 
in a good Cauſe was ſo far from harming them, 
that it was a certain Proof of their being in fa- 
vour with Chriſt : 5 ſays be in the next Verſe, 


ye ſuffer for Righteouſneſs ſake, happy are ye. 

From the moral Characters and particular 
Views of the Apoſtles, the Inquirer proceeds to 
oppole what the Biſhop has ſaid as to the Time 
when the Goſpels were wrote. I have above ſer 
down the Paſſages relating to this Affair at large, 
and ſhall not here take notice of that Bite 
ference of Ideas which regularly follows the 
Biſhop's Repreſentation of the Facts, and that 
which the Inguirer gives us; nor will I inſiſt 
upon what is ſufficient to decide the Cauſe in 
his Lordſbip s Favour, viz. that it is a common 
and received Practice among all Authors, in a 
brief Recapitulation of what they have more 
explicitly handled in the foregoing Pages, to 
ſpeak that of the whole, in a complex manner, 
which is more particularly true of the najo part. 
But I will fairly enter into the Queſtion, Whe- 
ther it may not be affirm'd, with great Truth 
and Propriety of Language, that St. John writ his 
Goſpel while Matters were freſh in Memory, and 
many Perſons living, &c. 

St. John, he lays, * writ his Goſpel near Se- 
« venty Years after the Death of Chrif.” What 
he here calls near Seventy Nears, is, at the moſt, 
between fixty-four and fixty-five. For if Cave, 
Echard, and (as Echard ſays) the beſt Chronolo- 
gers are right, St. Jahn writ his Goſpel A. D. g7. 
and Chriſt was crucified A. D. 33. However, 
in complaiſance to our Author, who thinks it 
beneath his Care to be over exact in Calculation, 
let us pals by the difference of five or fix Years 
Hz and 
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and then ſuppoſe an Hiſtorian of our own Na- 

tion, aged about an 100 Years, a Man of good 
Senſe, perfect in Memory and Underſtanding, 
bred up in the Court and Confidence of Charles 
the Firſt, writing an Account of bis Sufferings 
and Death (and the ſubſequent Revolutions in 
the State of theſe Kingdoms) in the Year 1718, 
(which Period will be found to contain much 
the ſame diſtance of Time) Will the Inquirer ſay, 
that there were no Men living who could detect 
our Hiſtorian if he recorded Falſboods? And by 
what Methods muſt they proceed in their En- 
deavours to detect him? None certainly ſo ready 
and effectual, as by appealing to the Know- 
ledge of many Men then Jiving, who were able 
to give a perfect Account of the moſt remarka- 
ble Occurrences of thoſe Times, either from the 
part they themſelves bore in them, or from what 
was kept freſh in Memory by the Relations and 
Writings of other Men equally engaged. And 
to prove that many who had ſeen Chriſt in the 


Fleſh, were living after St. John writ his Goſpel, 


as well as that there were many Heathens about 
thoſe Times of as great or greater Ages, I ſhall 
ſet down this Remark from Echard. In the 
“ following Year, A. D.74, Veſpaſian join'd his 
6“ Son Titus with him in the quality of a Cenſor, 


La 


and they two made the laſt publick Cenſus or 


ce numbering of the Roman Citizens that was 
ce eyer known; in which Pliny obſerves that ſe- 
e veral Perſons were found of an extraordin 

« Ape, particularly of 110, of 120, of 130, of 
46 140, andtwoof1fo Yearsz which may make 
ce us the leſs wonder at the Age of many of the 
« Ecclefiaſticks and Saints of this Time, parti- 
& cularly of St. John, St. Ignatius, Simeon, Qua- 
“ dratus, 


A 


7 Eccl. Hiſt. vol. 2. 
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«K dratus, and others, who ſaw Jeſus Chriſt in 
the Fleſh, yet lived till 1. Reigns of Trajan 
c and Adrian.“ 

To this we may add what Mr. Dodwell has 
obſerved on the ſame Head: Moreover, ſay: 
he, there is no doubt but that John the Elder 
(mentioned by Papias) and Ariſtion, who were 
of the primary Diſciples of Chriſt, lived to the 
„Times of Trajan; and others allo, who being 
« healed and raiſed from the Dead by the Lon, 
© 9uadratus teſtifies to have lived till his Time, 
ce in his Apology to Adrian.” And again, The 
« Eye-witneſſes came to the Times of Trajan.“ 
Upon the whole then, we may ſtrike off fifty, 
nay ſixty Years, and more too, from the laſt 
Inſtances mentioned by Pliny, and yer aſſert with 
great Truth and Propriety of Language, not only 
as the Biſhop does, indefinitely, that Matters were 
freſh in Memory, but that they were freſh in 
the Memory of many Perſons who had been Eye- 
witneſſes to the Truth, and were then living. 

The next Charge is, That the Biſhop knows 
further alſo, that the ſacred Writings could not 
be obtained by Heathens, Sc. whereas I am ve- 
rily perſwaded that the Biſhop knows the direct 
contrary of all that is here aſſerted. For if Co- 
pies of the Goſpels had not been very common, 
and in the Hands of all who thought it worth 
their while to peruſe them, How could Celſus 
who livedin the Days of Adrian, and was a Hea- 
then, object it to the Chriſtians that ſome of 
them had changed the Goſpel from the firſ# Co- 
pies of it three, four, or mire times? Inanſwer 

ro 

Non eſt porro dubium Trajani tempora attigiſſe Papiæ 
illum Foannem Presbyt rum & Ariſtionem, ipſos etiam è pri- 


mariis ipſius Domini Diſcipulis ; ſed & alios, quos, c. 
Diſſert. 1. in Iren. F. 21. 


Ad Trajanum ipſi pertigerint *AuTiamw. Dif. 2. F. 17, 
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to this, 3 Origen does not reply, that a Heathen 
could not come to the ſight of theſe Books, or, 
that there were not a great many Copies abroad; 
but lays the Blame in the right place, on the 
Marcionites, the Valentinians, &c. Now theſe 
Aereticks could not be ſuppoſed to corrupt the 
Goſpels, bur with a view of communicating theſe 
Corruptions under the pretended Authority of 
inſpired Writings; and this Practice made it 
equally neceſſary for the orthodox Chriſtians to 
be very free in ſhewing the true Copies, in order 
to convert /nfidels, and vindicate Chriſtianity 
from the Miſrepreſentation of Hereticks. And 
Juſtin Martyr,* throughout both his Apologies, 
always ſuppoſes that the Heathens either had or 
might have the free Liberty of reading the G 
pels; particularly in his ſecond, ſpeaking of the 
Records of the Apoſtles and the Contents of them, 
he fays, Which we have offered to your In- 

ſpeftion. h 
We may alſo allow his Lordſhip to know, that 
the Chriſtians called Traditores, were not ſo ſti- 
led from permitting a Heathen deſirous of Infor- 
mation to peruſe the Goſpels, but becauſe, in or- 
der to avoid Martyrdom, they gave up their Bi- 
bles to the Emperor's Officers (which Action was 
then look'd on by the Church as an implicit Re- 
nunciation of Chriſtianity) when they were put 
to this Trial in the 19 of Dzocletian. So that 
the Difficulties which the Inquirer falſly ſuppo- 
ſes the Heathens to be under, as to their being 
able to get a tolerable Knowledge of theſe Books, 
can be no Objection againſt what the Biſhop ay5, 
* That 
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“ That there were Perſons living when the Goſ- 
„ pels were writ, who wanted not Inclination 
& to detect the Evangeliſts, if they could have 
ce been convicted of Falſhood.” His Lordſhip has 
alſo very juſtly obſerved, That at the Time here 
ſpecified, they were publiſhed as well as writ. 
For what is Publication, but a Delivery of a Copy 
to any one or more, with liberty to take and 
communicate as many Copies as they pleaſe, and 
ſo to multiply Tranſcripts in infinitum. What 
Mr. Dodwell particularly means, is an authori- 
tative Publication of a Collection of the ſacred 
Writings, as a Rule of Faith and Manners to 
the whole Chriſtian Church: But the firſt is as 
truly a Publication as the laſt, and differs only in 
Circumſtances not at all eſential to the Nature 
of it; and in contradiſtinction to ſuch an autho- 
ritative Publication, (which he affirms to be 
made in the Time of Trajan) he ſays, that theſe 
canonical * Writings, (whether he means the Ori- 
ginals or not, no one can collect from his man- 
ner of expreſſing it) were ſo confined to the 
Archives of particular private Churches or Men, 
till the Times of Trajan, or perhaps of Adrian, 
that they did not come to the Knowledge of 
the Catholick Church. 

All the Concealment or Lying-hid, which 


this Author intends, is only ſuch as may ſerve ro 


countenance his own Hypotheſis, That they were 
not collected into a Canon by any publick Autho- 
Tity till that Time. Whence we ſee, that he 
makes the Strength of his N conſiſt in 
oppoſing theſe Writings, conſidered as Records, 
| in 
Conſignatus Evangeliſtarum canonicorum Codex. 


* Latitabant uſque ad recentiora illa, ſeu Trajani, ſeu eti- 
am fortaſſe Hadriani, tempora in privatarum. eceleflarum, 
feu etiam hominum ſeriniis, ſcripta illa canonica, ne ad ec- 


cleſiæ catbolica notitiam pervenirent. 5. 38. 
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in the poſſeſſion of private Churches, and as col- 
lefied into a Body by the univerſal Church; which 
can in nowiſe affect the Authority or Genuine- 
neſs of the inſpired Writings themſelves. If we 
ſhould ſuppoſe that the Epiſtle which St. Paul 
ſent to the Romans, for Inſtance, was ſo preſer- 
ved among the Records of that Church, thar 
the Churches of 4/2 or Afric never had a fight 
of it till the Times of Trajan, will not the Evi- 
dence of the Roman Church, ſupported by ma- 
ny Perſons who had ſeen the Apoſtles, and were 
the very next in Succeſſion to them, prove ſuf- 
ficient to eſtabliſh the Credit of that Epiſtle ?—- 
that it was the ſame which St. Paul ſent to the 
Romans, and that it had been always uſed and 
acknowledged as ſuch by the whole Congregation 
of the Roman Church. And whether an Epiſtle, 
thus aſed and acknowledged, can be ſaid (as the 
Inquirer would make Mr. Dodwell ſpeak) not to 
come to Lion, till ſo many Years after it was 
writ: Or, whether this (and the fame Reafon 
will extend to the other Parts of the Canon) 
was not publiſhed as well as writ, when it was 
firſt ſent to Rome as a common Direfory of 
Faith and Manners, we muſt leave with the 
Reader's Judgment. 

The next Accuſation runs thus: “I cannot, 
& ſays the Inquirer, but take notice, that the 
„ Letter-writer extracts his Proofs for the Inſpi- 
ration of the New-Teſtament, not from the 
© Propriety and Excellency of the Subject-Mat- 
ce ter of its ſeveral Books but moſt an end out 
<< of the Fathers— The external or written Word 
& of God can have no other ſure Teſt, than that 
ok its own intrinſict Excellency, as it ſtands ap- 
& parently conform to the divine Nature, and 4 

1 
T Inquiry, p. 16. 3 Ibid. p. 26. 
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« the Nature and Reaſon of Things; i. e. it muſt 
c neceſſarily prove itſelf—and not be made to 
c ſubſiſt on the Credit of any Set of Men what- 
“ ſoever.” | | 

Whatever the Inguirer might deſign by theſe 
well-ſounding Phraſes, it will be ſoon manifeſt 
to any intelligent Reader, that they are nothing 
to the purpoſe as to the preſent Subject, viz. the 
Inſpiration of the New Teſtament, which is a plain 
Queſtion of Matters of Fact; as, whether Go 
Almighty did ſend his Son Jeſus Chriſt into the 
World; whether the Spirit of God remained on 
him or not; whether Chriſt ſent his Apoſtles as 
the Father (ent him; and whether the ſame Spi- 
rit was communicated to them allo. Now every 
Body knows that Fas at ſo great a diſtance, 
can receive no poſitive direct Proof but from 
Authority. The Power of the Holy Spirit act- 
ing upen the Underſtanding of any one, is {till 
inviſible to other Men; and therefore our Savi- 
our himſelf appeals to his Miracles; The Works 
which the Father hath given me to finiſh, the ſame 
Works that I do bear witneſs of me that the Fa- 
ther hath ſent me, John v. 36. Conſiderations 
drawn from the Propriety and Excellency of the 
Subject- Matter of any Book, can never prove 
that God did by an immediate Act of Inſpiration 
communicate either the Ideas or the Language. 
For if the Truth of any Axiom in the Mathe- 
maticks; if the Uſefulneſs of any Precept in Re- 
ligion or Morality ; if the Stile and Manner of 
Compoſition in Pro/e or Poetry, could from theſe 
ſeveral Excellencies, prove themſelves the Reſult 
of direct Inſpiration, then muſt the Works of 
Euclid, Ariſtotle, Homer, Demoſthenes, &c. be all 
received as the external Word of God. 


I W here 
1 John iii. 34. 
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Where ſhall we find any greater Truth than 
this, That two Right-Lines cannot comprehend 
Space? Where any thing more conform to the 
Divine Nature, than that God muſt be eternal? 
Where any Sentiments more agreeable to the 
Nature and Reaſbn of Things, than that none 
can be happy without Virtue; that there can be 
no Virtue without Reaſon? But as no one ever 
yet endeavoured to convince Mankind, by Ar- 
eee drawn from the intrinſick Worth and 
Value of theſe Sentences, that they were given 
by the immediate Impulſes of the Holy Ghoſt ; 
ſo neither can any Chriſtian Writer pretend to 
lays that the Subject- Matter of the ſeveral Books 
of the New Teſtament (how excellent, how va- 
luable, how worthy of God ſoever it may appear) 
ore a direct concluſive Proof 
that it is the external or written Word of God. 
The Queſtion now before us (as the Biſhop has 
moſt judiciouſly obferved in his ſecond Paſtoral 
Letter) c muſt ſtand or fall by the Teſt of Rea- 
“ ſon; or, in other Words, according as Rea- 
& {on finds the Evidences of its (viz. any Reve- 
lation) coming from God, to be or not to be 
« ſufficient and conclufive; and the Matter of 
ce it to contradict or not contradict the natural 
« Notions which Reaſon gives us of the Bein 
« and Attributes of God, and of the eſſenti 
c Differences between Good and Evil.“ So that 
altho” there does lie a negative Argument, as his 


Lordſhip affirms, from a manifeſt Contradiction 


to our natural Notions, That what does ſo con- 
tradict, cannot be the written Mord of God; yet 
every Man muſt ſee the Abſurdity of reaſoning 
affirmatively in the following manner, viz. This 
is agrecable to the Nature and Reaſon of Things; 

erg. 
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This is the external or written Word of God. 
The Biſhop knows both himſelf and his Subject 
too well, to follow the Inguirer in ſuch chime- 
rical impoſlible Projects. 

I muſt now conſider ſome few Particulars 
which are thrown in te heighten the Contro- 
verly, and purpoſely miſrepreſent his Lordſbip 
and the whole Clergy as Aecomplices. The In- 

uirer, ſpeaking of the Scriptures, p. 8. lays, 

* Tho? we are told our Salyation depends upon 
ce their moſt exact Truth and Certainty, yer 
ce the Prieſts will not permit honeſt Men to make 
© uſe of their Underſtandings with the ſame 
« Freedom when they read theſe, as they take 
c“ upon themſelves always to do when they read 
© a profane Author, tho' there is ſo much the 
greater Reaſon for it: the Clergy, for Inſtance, 
ce of the Church of England (the moſt learned in 
the World) tho' they know the /acred Scrip- 
« tures have doubtful Books in them, and have 
& been moreover horridly abaſed with reſpect even 
&« to ſome Eſſentials; and altho' they allow there 
are above 30000 various Readings in them, 
many of them of Importance; yet with their 
p 2 they youg tie Men . ſtill to 

an implicit Belief of every Book, and ev 

on Period or Paſſage in hols Books, tor 
Examination; though what they many times 
<* rigidly inſiſt on, tends neither to the Honour of 
„ God, nor the Good of Men; and tho' it evi- 
5 dently diſagrees with the Light of Nature and 
* the Reaſon of Things; to be governed by which, 
© is, by the Letter-writer deem'd an Infidel Prin- 
& ciple.” 

And in Proof of what is here alledged, he re- 
fers us to Paſtoral Letter, p. 6, 7. Where, he 
* ſays, the Author reproaches thoſe who pre- 
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(60) 
tend to this juſt and neceſſary Freedom, with- 
© out which all Reading is vain.” 

We ſhall have no Occaſion of any far- fetch'd 
Arguments to remove this large Collection of Re- 
proach and Injury, which is here ſo liberally 
beſtowed, fr/# on the Biſbop, and then on the 
whole Body of the Clergy. The very Paſſages 
referr'd to in the Paſtoral Letter, appear in 
manifeſt Contradiction to it, and run thus: 
<< The Patrons of Infidelity have told us open- 
ly and without Reſerve, how little they con- 
, fer the Scriptures as a Rule to Men either 
& of Belief or Practice. They plead for the 
& reading them with ſuch Freedom, as to aſſent 
« or difſent, juſt as they judge it agrees or diſa- 
&« grees with the Light of Nature and the Reaſon 
« of Things; and commend thoſe as the only 
« wiſe Men, who believe not the Dofrines be- 
& cauſe contained in Scripture, but the Scripture 
aon account of the Dofrines z who admit not 
„% any of its Doftrines without an Examination 
& by that Rule; who admit ſuch Things for 
© divine Scripture as [they being Judges | tend 
„ to the Honour of God, and the Good of Men, 
& and nothing elſe; and who do not admit any 
© thing to be writ by divine Inſpiration, tho" it 
& occurs ever ſo often in Scripture, till they are 
certain it will bear the Teſt they lay down.” 

The Freedom his Lordſhip here ſpeaks of, is 
manifeſtly a Liberty which the Patrons of In- 
fidelity take of paying or refuſing Obedience to 
the Precepts of the Goſpel, juſt as the Com- 
mand, under Conſideration, ſeems agreeable to 
their own preſent Judgment of Things. But 
the Freedom of reading the Scripture as we read 
profane Authors, ſo as to have our Underſtand- 
ings determined by the known Senſe of the 

W ords, 
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Words, and obſcure Paſſages aſſiſted by others 
of the fame Tenor which are more clear : This 
is what his Lordſblp conſtantly adviſes, and in- 
deed virtually contends for in this yery Place 
'or, How could he blame thoſe who will not ad- 
mit any thing to be writ by divine Inſpiration, tho 
it occurs ever ſo often in the Scripture ? | 

In ſhort, the Caſe is plainly this: The Bib 
conſiders Chriſt as our Lawgiver, and the Scrip- 
tures as containing the Body of his Laws deſign- 
ed for our Government; and this being previ- 
ouſly allow'd, no Subject of the Meſfiah can 
read theſe ſacred Books with the ſame Freedom 
of admitting or rejecting any particular Stature 
or Clauſe in them, as he may ſafely do in rela- 
tion to Plato's Republick, or the Utopian Em- 
pire. Let any one conſider himſelf as a Subject 
of Great-Britain, and our Acts of Parliament as 
the ſtanding Meaſure of his Obedience to his 
Prince, and of his Behaviour to his Fellou- Sub- 
jets; How ridiculons would it be found for 
any one to ſay, * That there was much greater 
« Reaſon for it; and that therefore he might 
&« ſurely read theſe Acts with the ſame Freedom 
&« as he did profane Authors;” i. e. with ſuch a 
Freedom as not to conſider them as a Rule of 
Practice, but to aſſent or diſſent, to pay or to 
refuſe Obedience to what Part or Precepts he 
thought proper, even as he himſelf ſhould judge 
the Particulars to agree or diſagree with the 

Light of Nature and the Reaſon of Things ? 
Certainly the Scriptures are as much a Rule 
of Action to Chriſtians, as the Laws of Great- 
Britain are to a Britiſh Subject; and whoever 
reads either with the view of paying no Sub- 
miſſion but to ſuch Commands only as he him- 
elf ſhall fancy, will ſcarce deſerve the Name of 
| | a Subject 
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a Subject or a Chriſtian. That Freedom then 
which the Biſbop diſlikes, is a Freedom plainly 
contradictory to the very firſt Notion of a Law, 
and conſequently what cannot conſiſt with it. 
All other Freedows neceſſary to the full and 
ſafe Interpretation of the Law, are every where 
recommended, particularly Paſtoral Letter I. p. d. 
where we are carneſtly deſired “ to read the 
« Scriptures, to make them familiar to us, and 
ce to compare one part of them with another,” 

What follows is downright declamatory {x- 
veftive, thrown together in Haſte and Anger, 
without the leaſt Appearance of Conſiſtency 
or Truth..-As to the Biſbop's and the Clergy's 
rigidly inſiſting on Things which tend neither 
to the Honour of God, nor the Good of Men, 
let the Inquirer's own Thoughts be his Judge, 
how ſuch a vile uncharitable Reflection can 
poſſibly be collected from this Paſſage (which 
is all that is alledged to prove it) vix. That 
« the Patrons of Infidelity commend thoſe as 
© the only wiſe Men, who admit ſuch Things 
& for divine Scripture, as [they being Judges] 
tend to the Honour of God, and the Good of 
« Men, and nothing elſe.” A Child muſt ce, 
that the Sentence is only declaratory of the 
Opinion and Practice of other Men, viz. the 
Patrons of Infidelity. 

But this, ſcandalous as it is, it ſeems is not 
enough z the Biſbop, we are told, does thus in- 
fiſt, tho? it evidently di with the Light of 
Nature and the Reaſon of Things; to be govern- 
ed by which, is, by the Letter-writer, deemed 
an Infidel Principle. His Lordſhip has indeed 
mention'd theſe Words the Light of Nature, 
and the Reaſon of Things; but then it is ba 
as Principles from whence the Patrons of 2 y 

uy 
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delity pretend to form their own Judgment; by 
which Judgment they afterward reſolve to mea» 
fure the Laws of Cbriſt. Bur I am yet at a loſs 
to find where the Biſbop ſo much as once inti- 
mates, that to be governed by the Light of 
„Nature, and the Reaſon of Things, is an In- 
& Je] Principle:” And yet we find him called 
in the next Paragraph“ a declared to 
“ rational — charged * with in- 
ſulting poor Sceprics for daring to 
« may . hit on falſe — yay 
« fibly be impoſed on in point of divine Reve- 
lation; Which he will by no means ſuffer, 
c tho* thoſe Readings ſhould contradict (as is 
<« ſaid) natural Light and the Reaſon of Things ; 
and this at the ſame time too, (which is the 
& Jeſt of it) that he intreats them carefully 20 
« peruſe the ſacred Writings. 

In anſwer to all theſe perſonal repeated Ca- 
lumnies, we need uſe no other Arguments than 
his Lord ſbip's own Declarations, Paſtoral Letter 
IT. p. 4. whence I ſhall tranſcribe the follow- 
ing Words; * Thoſe amongſt us who have la- 
< boured of late Years to ſet up Reaſon againſt - 
© Revelarion, would make it paſs for an eſta- 
e bliſh'd Truth, That if you will embrace Re- 
« velation, you muſt of courſe quit your Rea - 
« fon; which, if it were true, would doubtleſs 
« be a ſtrong Prejudice ngainſt Revelation. 
„ But ſo far is this from being true, that it is 
< univerſally acknowledged, That Revelation 
“ itſelf is to ſtand or fall by the Teſt of Rea- 
* ſon; or, in other Words, according as Rea- 
* fon finds the Evidences of its coming from 
“ God, to be or not to be ſufficient and con- 
«© clufive; and the Matter of it to contradict 
or not to contradict the natural Notiaus which 

8 © Reaſon 
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„ Reaſon gives us of the Being and Attributes 
f God, and of the eſſential Differences be- 
„ tween Good and Evil.“ And what is this 
but to be governed by the Light of Nature and 
the Reaſon of Things? To what baſe Arts, to 
what wretched Falſhoods are the Enemies of 
Chriſt reduced! | 
But from the Biſhop we are now hurry'd on 
to thoſe who hold him in the higheſt Venera- 
tion for his York's ſake, viz. to the Clergy: 
„They, the Inguirer ſays, know that the Scri- 
<« ptures have doubtful Books, that they have 
” Cota horridly abuſed, c.“ This wild random 
Accuſation, deſerves no other Reply than what 
the Roman Orator formerly return'd to that 
great Free- thinter Antony: — What is leſs the 
part, 1 ſay, not of an Orator, but of a Man, 
than to object that to an Adverſary, which if 
he denies but with a Mora, the Perſon who ob- 
jects can proceed no farther. If the Clergy ſpeak 
out, and ſay they know of no ſuch Things, 
What becomes of all his Declamation ? 
Laſtly, As to the repeated mention of vari- 
ous Readings, a Stranger would be inclined to 
think, that no Author had ever reckon'd with 
them upon this Account; whereas Dr. Bentley 
(and I believe they will never either forget or 
forgive the manner of his doing it) has carried 
the Argument into a Demonſtration, and fully 
ſhewn, from this very Topic, the utter Impoſſi- 
bility of any material Changes. If the Inquirer 
will ſpeak to the Purpoſe, let him prepare an 
Anſwer to what the Doctor has writ or, at leaſt, 
a ſmall Treatiſe, to let us know how the Love of 
Truth 
1 Quid enim eſt minus non dico Oratoris ſed hominis, 
quam id objicere adverſario, quod ille fi verbo negarit, 
longius progredi non poſſit qui. objecerit. Philip. 2. 
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Huth is conſiſtent with the Repetition of a 
ſtale baffled Objection, without the leaft mention 
of any Anſwer made to it. Nt 


Having thus gone through evety particular 
Objection which the Inquirer has been pleaſed 
to make to ſeveral diſtinct Paſſages of the Paſto- 
ral Letter, and ſhown how little Foundation 
there is for ſome of them, and how perfectly 
falſe, abſurd, or frivolous, the others are, I 
ſhall now proceed to ſhew;,. -;; 
That his Lordſbip has produced the moſt pro- 
per and concluſive Evidence to prove the cano- 
nical Authority of the Goſpels; and that he has 
thereby fully eſtabliſh'd the Point in queſtion, and 
done as much as either his Promiſe or the Na- 
ture of his Work require. | 
And firft, let us take a View of what the 
Biſhop has alledged in Proof; it ſtands thus, 
*© 1 We accordingly find all the four Goſpels un- 
der the Names of the ſeveral Evangeliſts, 
* diſtin&ly ſpoken; of by the moſt early Wri- 
<< ters of the Church, as the known and un- 
* doubted Records of our Saviour's Life a 
& Actions; and as ſuch received by all Chriſti- 
san Churches, and read in theit publick Aſ- 
r ſemblies. * Clement, the Diſciple of St. Paul, 
<< cites many Paſſages out of them; and in one 
& place, after having quoted the Prophecy of 
, [ſaiah, he adds, And another Scripture ſaith, 
* and then quotes the Goſpel, of St. Matthew. 
* In another place he cites the Goſpel of St. 
* Luke, with theſe Words immediately pre- 
& fixed, The Lord ſaith in the Goſpel. * Polys 
K T 40 carp 
* Paſtoral Letter, p. 15, 16, WF 1 
Clem. Ep. ad Cor. Ep. 2. $. 2, f. Of the Authority of 
Which Epiſtle, ſee Coteler ius, p. 132, 140, 181. ä 
Grabe Not. in Iren. 5. 205. Bull Det. Fid. Nie. $-$2,54; 
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* carp, a Diſciple of St. John, mentiqns theſe 
© four Goſpels diſtinctly and by name, with 
< particular Circumſtances relating to each, if 
e ſome Fragments aſcribed to him be genuine. 
* r7uſtin Martyr, ſpeaking of the Inſtitution, 
of the Lord's-Supper, fays, The Apoſtles in 
<< their Records, which are called Goſpels, de- P 
< clared that it was commanded by Chrift to 
*© be ſo performed; and a little after adds, That 
*% thoſe Records were publickly read in the 
<« Chriſtian Aſſemblies on the Lord's-Day : And 
cin his other Works, he uſes the ſame Stile of 
e the Records of the Apoſtles, and cites ſeveral 
s Paſſages out of them, as the ſtanding Re · 
“ cords of the Church. *Tatian, the Diſciple 
* of Juſtin, reduced the four Goſpels into oe z 
* which, in After- Ages, was uſually called the 
« Harmony of the four Goſpels. * Ireneus gives 
re this Account of all the four, which hath al- 
« ready been taken notice of in *part. Mat- 
„ thew, ſays he, delivered his Goſpel to the 
« Hebrews, while Peter and Paul preached at 
&* Rome; after whoſe Departure, Mark, the 
* Diſciple and Interpreter of Peter, 8 
* to us in Writing the Things which Peter had 
* preached z and Lake, the Companion of Paul, 
« recorded in a Book the Goſpel which Paul 
« preached. Afterwards, Fohn the Diſciple of 
% our Lord, who alſo leaned on his Breaſt at 
«« Supper, publiſhed his Goſpel while he ſtay- 
« ed at Epheſus in Afia.” The ſame © Irenevs, 
' «« ſpeaking of the Authority of the Goſpels, 
« ſays, © That the very Hereticks gave their 
: | «Teſtimony 
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< Teftimony to them, while each laboured to 
< ſupport his Opinion from them:“ And as tb 


* 


the Number, That they were neither more 
nor leſs than four; and that they who made 
c them either more or fewer, were vain, igno- 
<< rant, and preſumptuous.“ Clement, ſpea ing 
< of a 38 cited out of the Ægyptian Goſ- 
<< pel, lays t is not to be found in the four 
q Golpe s delivered down to us.” And Origen, 
* mentioning the Writers of the four Goſpels 
«« by name, and in their order 2 That thoſe 
< alone (and no other Goſpels) ad been uni- 
4 verſally received in the Church.” 
Thus ſtands the Teſtimony of the primitive 
Church, in regard to the divine Authority of the 
four Goſpels, and their reſpective Authors; and 
any one would naturally expect, That a Mriier, 
. > calls this a looſe and unſatisfactory Defence 
of the Evangelifis, and who from hence took 
occaſion, ** ſays, to enquire into the cano- 
nical Authority of St. Matthew; one would ex- 
7755 I ſay, that a Writer; actuated by theſe 
otives, ſhould, at leaſt, have taken ſome di- 
ſtinct and ſpecial Notice of what is here laid to- 
gather; have diſproved ſome ſingle Evidence, 
and ſhewn, that one Particular, if not more, 
could not be ſupported. But this, I think, he 
knew to be impracticable, and therefore ver) 
wiſely left it as he found it ; and runs on to fill 
his Reader's Thoughts with ſome perverted No- 
tions of thoſe Fathers, who, according to his 
own Declarations, lived too late to be of any 
conſequence in the preſent Caſe, Men of the 
third, fourth, fifth Centuries, 255 and even 
theſe he induſtriouſly confounds with the Wran- 
K 2 gles 
Clem. Alex. Strom. J. 3. 
Orig. Com. in Matth. p. 203, 
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les of modern Authors, who, as far as his ow 
way of Reaſoning can prevail, muſt be of much 
leſs conſequence than the others. Whereas, 
whart the Biſhop has here laid down, is the moſt 
proper and concluſive Evidence, whereby he has 
not only enter'd into the Matter more fully and 
diſtinctly than in his former Paſtoral Letter, which 
was all his Lordſhip was obliged to by Promiſe, 
bur has brought together, in one View, all the 
moſt material Witneſſes that have ſurvived the 
Injuries of Time. And. 

Every one who has Judgment enough to ob- 
ſerve, That the Laws of Writing neceſſarily di- 
rect an Author to have the trickelt Regard to 
the Nature of his Work, and the real Improve- 
ment and Satisfaction of thoſe for whoſe ſake he 
principally undertakes it, muſt readily allow, 
that long Citations in the original Languages, 
particular Inductions of every heretical Cavil, 
the many ſolid Arguments and learned Replies 
of the Orthodox from time to time, would have 
been contrary to all the Rules of Criticiſm in rhe 
preſent Treatiſe. The Stile and the Manner, 
both the Diction and the Compoſition of Paſto- 
ral Letters, muſt be eaſy, clear, and familiar to 
the Underſtanding of every honeſt, well- mean- 
ing Reader: Their Doctrine ſhould drop as the 
Rain; their Speech ſhould diſtill as the Dew, as 
the ſmall Rain upon the tender Herb, Deut. xxxii. 
2. The great, the only End their Authors aim 

at, being this, That as they have ſucceeded the 
Apoſiles in the Government of the Church of 
Chriſt, they may alſo follow the Practice of the 
Apoſtles in their Care of it. Theſe Writings there- 
fore ſhould be profitable for Doctrine, and for In- 
frruftion in Righteouſneſs : This, as I ſaid, being 
their only View,—that the good Chriſtians, » 
| dhe 
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the Men of God may be made perfect; and ſuch 
the preſent Paſtoral Letters are. But to recount 
all the perverſe Diſputations of Men of corrupt 
Minds, deſtitute of the Truth, What would this 
be, but to cover every thing with Clouds and 
thick Darkneſs? — Such a Method of Writing 
would be really found as foreign from the ori- 

inal Nature and Dcſign of them, as the'decla- 
matory Stile; or as artful and pathetic Efforts 
to heat and inflame the Paſſions, and not per- 
ſwade and convince our Reaſon. 

I have before obſerved, that the Inquirer has 
not challenged or objected to any one Evidence 
his Lordſhip has produced: But ſince, upon the 
whole, he frequently repeats his Diſlike of them 
in general, it will not be improper to enter free- 
ly into the Particulars, and give the Reader ſuch 
an explicit Inſight into what is here alledged, 
as I perſuade myſelf muſt convince an impartial 
Judge, that the Defence which the Biſhop has 
here made of the Canon of the four Goſpels, is 
full and clear. 

The firſt Author his Lordſhip quotes, is Clc- 
mens Romanus, whoſe Name was written in the 
Book of Life, the undoubted Diſciple of St. Paul, 
Biſhop of the Church of Rome, a Man of un- 
queſtioned Senſe and Learning, who lived till the 
3d of Trajan, A.D. 100. And that thisClement 
puts the. Goſpel of St. Matthew upon an equal 
Credit with the Writings of the Prophet //atah, 
which were ever received as canonical, is plain 
from what the Biſhop has obſerved: For, after 
he had cited this Paſſage from 1/aiah, * Sing 
O barren, thou that didſt not bear, "break forth 
into ſinging, and cry aloud, &c. he immediately 
| ſubjoins, 
3 Phil. iv. 3. * Ifa. liv. 1. | 
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Matt. bx. fubjoins,—and * another Scripture ſaith, 
13. IJ came not to call the Fuft, but Sinners— 
So that St. Matthew and [/aiah, who were in 
his Opinion of equal Authority, muſt in his Judg- 
ment alſo be equally in/pired; and that St. Cle- 
ment enjoy'd all the Advantages of knowing the 
Truth, that any one could poſſibly have, is more- 
over equally certain. | 8 
And in other Parts of the Epiſtle, we find the 
ſame Scripture (viz. that of St. Matthew) quoted 
ſeveral times, frequently in the very Words, al- 
ways according to the clear and genuine Sen/e 
Matt. x. ofthe Author; v. g. He himſelf (Chriſt) 
325 ſays, * He who ſhall confeſs me before 
u, him will I confeſs before my Father — And 
again. For he (Chriſt) ſays, * Not every one that 
Matt. vii. ſaith Wnio me Lord, Lord, II be ſa- 
20, ved; but he that doth Righteouſne/s, 
Matt. xvi, And — * hat Profit is it, if a Man 
26. gain the whole World, and loſe his Soul. 
Matt. xii And—The Lord hath ſaid, * They are 
50. my Brethren, who do the Will of my 
Father. 
To this I might add, that the ſame Clement, 
in his firſt Epiſtle, mentioning the Declaration 
of our Saviour concerning the Puniſhment of 


thoſe Men who gave Offence to the little ones 
that 
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7 
that believed in him, uſes the Word A- 
d to exprels their being caſt into the Seay 
Which is to be found in the Goſpel of St. A- 
thew only. 

Moreover, the fame Author, as the Biſbon ob- 
ſerves, quotes the Goſpel of St. Luke with this 
Preface, —* The Lord ſaith in the Goſpel, If ye 
keep not that which is ſmall, who ball give you 
that which is great? F ' 1 ſay. unto you, Luke xvi, 
be that is faithful in that which is little, 18. 
is faithful alſo in that which is much.» And but 
two Sections before, from the ſame St. Luke, 
The Lord ſaith, No Servant can ſerve twa Maſters, 
viz. God and Mammon. 

We may here take notice, that the Words 
Scripture and Goſpel, were in uſe in the Time of 
St. Clement, to denote ſome certain Accountsof 
our Saviour Life and Doctrine; and that the 
Writings of St. Matthew and St. Lake, had then 
obtained the Honour of being known and quo- 
ted by theſe Names. | 

A Citation from Polycarp follows next; and 
here his Lordſhip has been pleaſed to add, with 
his uſual Candor, —if ſome phy 15 aſcribed to 
him be genuine. But * Feu-ardemtius, who firſt 
pnbliſhed them from a Manufcript writ in very 
antient Characters, affirms, in his Notes on [re- 
næus, That Victor Biſhop of Capua, a Man learn- 
ed in the Greek and Latin Languages, tranſlated 
theſe Paſſages into Latin, about the Year 480 
6 . 2 13 after the Death of Polycarp) _ a 

ek 
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Greek Book he was then poſſeſſed of; which 
contained the Heads of Anſwers made by Pgly-= 
_ carp. And Biſhop * Bull, who is allowed by all 
a very competent Judge in Diſputes of this na- 
ture, and who is here referred to, ſays, ** Ir is 
s altogether likely that theſe Fragments are 
<« preſerved to us, from ſome of thoſe Epiſtles 
of Polycarp that are now loſt;” And herein 
we find Paſſages quoted from each Goſpel, and 
the four Evangeliſts diſtinctly named, eſpecially 


in that Piece where he aſſigns Reaſons w 


the 
began their Works with different Subjeft, 
Matthew, ſays he,* writing to the Hebrews, gave 
the Genealogy of Chriſi— John ordained at Ephe- 
ſus among the Gentiles began his Goſpel from the 
Cauſe of our Redemption— Luke from the Prieſt- 
hood of Zacharias— Mark declares the old Things 
of prophetick Myſtery which belong to the coming of 


Chriſt. | 


The next Evidence his Lordſbip gives us, is 


Juſtin Martyr, who will let us have a full and 
deciſive Account of the Queſtion in Controver- 
ſy: He was born of Gentile Parents, and bred 
up in the Religion and Philoſophy of the Hea- 
then World, and conſequently could not be 
thought any wiſe prejudiced in the Favour of 
Chriſtianity, but rather the contrary: So that 
his Converſion muſt be the Effect of a reaſona- 
ble and ſtrong Conviction; eſpecially if we con- 
ſider the almoſt continual Perſecution and Diſ- 


1 Omnino veriſimile eſt, ex aliis illis Poly 
uz interciderunt, deſumpta eſſe fragmenta 
&e. Bull. Def. F N. p. 52, 53. 


= Matthæus, ut Hebræis ſcribens, geneal 
texuit — Joannes ad Epheſum conſtitutus—a cauſa noſtræ 
redemptionis evangelii ſumpſit exordium — Lucas a Zacha- 
riz ſacerdotio incipit Marcus antiqua myſterii prophetici 
competentia adventui Chriſti declarat. Er, 


2 


grace 
epiſtolis, 
quinque, 
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grace which the Chriſtian Cauſe did then receive 
from the governing part of the World. No- 
thing but the Love of Truth can influence any 
one to change his Profeſſion in ſuch Circumſtan- 
ces; nothing but a conſcious Certainty of having 
found the Truth, can ſupport the Mind under 
ſuch perpetual Inſults and Oppreſſions. In the 
midſt of all theſe Diſcouragements then, does 
Juſtin declare himſelf a Chriſtian; and coming 
to Rome from the Eaſtern Parts of the World, 
about the beginning of the Reign of Antoninus 
Pius, in the Year of our Lord 140, he preſent- 
ed his firſt Apology to the Emperor, his two Sons, 
the Senate, and the whole People of Rome. | 
Now in this Apology, as the Biſhop obſerves, 
ſpeaking of the Inſtitution of the Lord's-Supper, 
he ſays, That the Apoſtles *& in their Commenta- 
ce riesor Memoirs writ by them, which are called 
„ Goſpels, declare—Thar Jeſus thus command- 
© ed them—that after he had taken Bread, and 
« bleſſed it, he ſaid, Do this in remembrance of 
& me. this is my Body id, in like manner, ta- 
king the Cup and bleſſing it, he ſaid, This is 
* my Blood.” — And moreover,—* That on the 
Day called the Day of the Sun, there was an 
6 Aſſembly made in one Place, of. all who li- 
ved in the Cities or Country, and the Re- 
&« cords of the Apoſiles, or the Writings of the 
«© Prophets, were read as long as Convenienc 
would allow.” And in his Dialogue wich 


| Tryphon, 
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Tryphon, after he had frequently mentioned theſe 
Goſpels under the Name of Commentaries of the 
Apoſtles, and by his Quotations out of them 
ſhewn, that he ſet them on the ſame Foot as 
Tryphon did the Old Teftament, ſpeaking of what 
happened to Cbriff in that Night when they 
went out to the Mount of Olives, in order to 
lay hold on him, he fays, * For it is recorded 
in thoſe Memoirs, which I have ſaid were 
* compoſed by his Apoſtles, and by thoſe who 
« followed them; — that Sweat, as great Drops, 
«© fell from him as he prayed, and ſaid, I it be 
% poſſible, let this Cup paſs.” —But there is no 
mention made of this particular Incident of his 

Agony, except by St. Luke. It is very reaſona- 
ble therefore to conclude, that St. Luke's Goſpel 
was then received. From this Paſſage alſo we 
may be informed, That diſtinct Goſpels were then 
acknowledged as written by thofe who had been 
Apoſiles (xa $$ *Amgiray) which the Rules 
of Grammar will not allow to be ſaid of leſs 
than two (ſuppoſe St. Matthew and St. John); 
and that other Goſpels were, at the ſame time, 
received as written by thoſe who followed the 
Apoſiles (A ncivets megxondlucdarmry); which be- 
ing expreſſed in the plural Number alſo, muſt 
be two at leaſt (ſuppoſe St. Mark and St. Lutte). 
And this, as it is a conclufive Argument that 
the canonical Goſpels in thoſe Nays could not be 
leſs than four, ſo when it is conſidered with 
other concurrent Proofs, it makes it not im- 


probable that . they were then no more than 


Four. | 
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The only Queſtions that can now remain, are 
theſe two: Firſt, How Juſtin could be certain 
that thoſe Writings which in his Time were 
publickly read in the Chriſtian Aſſemblies every 
Lord's-Day, were really the Writings of the 
Apoſtles, or of thoſe who followed them. And, 

Secondly, Suppoſing this granted, How can 
we be certain that the Goſpels we now uſe, are 
the ſame he ſpeaks of? And 


Both theſe Queſtions will be ſoon reſolved in 
the Fayour of Chriſtianity, by the help of thar 
— alone which his Lordſhip has here pro- 

uced. 

The firſt Inquiry then is, How Juſtin him- 
ſelf could be certain, c. 

And here let us obſerve, that the bleſſed Mar- 
tyr does not ſpeak of Writings or Records lock- 
ed up in private Desks, or any wiſe concealed 
from publick Yiew, bur of ſuch Commentaries 
as were read and openly acknowledged in the 
Chriſtian Aſſemblies, as divinely inſpired: From 
whence their Duty was declared to them in an 
authoritative Manner; and by the Contents of 
which their Hopes were animated, and their 
Lives regulated: Theſe therefore muſt be uni- 
verſally received. But it will be ſaid, Suppoſing 
theſe Goſpels to be univerſally received amon 
3 in the Age of Juſtin, as the Rule of 
Faith and Practice, How does this prove, that 
either Jaſtin, or the Chriſtians then living, knew 
2 to be the genuine Writings of the Apoſtles, 

7 


To this we anſwer, that the Year when Ju- 
fin preſented his Apology, is allowed by all to 
be the 140th of the * Era. And in this 

. 2 Piece 
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Piece we find the following Paſſage. —'* Many 
*© Men, and many Women, who are ſixty and 
e ſeventy Years old, and who were diſcipled to 
* Chriſt from Children, retain their Virginity 
and I may brag, that I am able to ſhow ſuch 
© among all ſorts of Men.” What is here ſaid 
is not ſpcke of one or two, but of many; and 
thoſe of each Sex and Perſons of Figure, as well 
as of the more inferior Rank; and Al theſe are 
ſaid to have been brought up in the Chriſtian 
Inſtitution from their being Children: So that 
if we take thoſe of ſeventy, and allow them ca- 
pable of Inſtruction at en Years old, they muſt 
begin to learn the Rules of Duty in the Vear 
80, which will prove 47 Years from our Savi- 
our's Crucifixion. But we ſhall be ask'd again, 
By whom were theſe Men diſcipled (as he calls 
it); and how ſhall we be ſatisfied that their In- 
ſiructors were not deceived? | 

To this may be replied, what is on all hands 
allowed, That the Generation of thoſe Men, 
who were Eye-witneſſes, and made Diſciples by 
Chriſt himſelf, did not come to an end till the 
Times of Trajan, not to ſay of Adrian. So that 
theſe Diſciples whom 7uftin ſpeaks of as Men 
of ſeventy Years old when he writ, muſt be ar 
leaſt wenty- eigbt when St. John left the World, 
and no zew Converts, but Chriſtians from their 
Infancy. Theſe Men therefore muſt have recei- 
ved their Inſtructions either from the Eye-wit- 
neſſes and primary Diſciples of Chriſt, or from 
thoſe who were appointed to that Office by the 
Apoſiles or the firſ# Preachers of Chriſtianity - 


For 
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For that the Apoſtles, where-ever they founded 
a Church, inſtituted both Biſhops and Deacons 
for the better Preſervation and Increaſe of ir, 
we are fully informed from Church- Hiſtory 
bur no where more particularly, than in the 
firſt Epiſtle of St. Clement. The Place being 
clear and expreſs to our preſent Furpgs, Viz. 
to ſhew that Perſons who were diſcipled to 
Chriſt in the Year $0, i. e. 47 after his Cru- 
cifixion, muſt have their Inſtruction from thoſe 
ho could not poſſibly be deceived themſelves, 
TI fhall give it at large. 77 
: «© The Apoſtles, ſays he, preached to us from 
* the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, Jeſus Chriſt from 
God; Chriſt therefore was ſent from God, 
© the Apoſtles from Chriſt. Both theſe Miſ- 
< ſions were well diſpoſed by the Will of God. 
*© Receiving therefore the Commands, and be- 
ing fully perſuaded by the Reſurrection of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and confidently re- 
lying on the Word, aſſiſted with the Fulneſs 
of the Spirit, they went abroad preaching 
< the Glad-Tidings that the Kingdom of God 
*© was coming. Preaching therefore thro' the 
* Provinces and Cities, they ordained their firſt 
« Fruits (or firſt Converts) after they had tried 
* them by the Spirit, to be Biſhops and Dea- 
*© cons to thoſe who ſhould afterwards believe.” 
Theſe are the Words of Clemens Romanus, 
who was himſelf made Biſhop of the Roman Gen- 
tile Church by St. Peter; and after the Death 
of Cletus, upon a Coalition of the Fewiſh and 
| Gentile 
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Gentile Converts, preſided as ſole Governor of 
that Church for above nine Years, his Martyr- 
dom falling out in the third of Trajas. 

It remains therefore, that the Perſons whom 
Juſtin here mentions as ſeventy Years old when 
he writ his Apology, muſt have received their 
Inſtruction, ſome from the Apoſtles themſelves, 
ſome from the Eye-witneſſes, or firſt Diſciples z 
and the Remainder from the firſt Converts to 
Chriſtianity z whom the Apoſtles, we ſee, made 
« Biſhops and Deacons to thoſe who ſhould af- 
e terward believe, firſt trying them by the Spi- 
4 7it.” There is no room then to imagine, that 
the Perſons who inſtructed theſe Men in the 
Principles of Chriſtianity, could be poſſibly de- 
ccived in preſcribing to them the ule of ſuch 
Books, as they muſt know to be written either 
by the Apoſtles or by thoſe who followed them. 

It is evident therefore beyond Contradiction, 
that Juſtin Martyr, whom his Lordſhip here al- 
ledges, muſt have the greateſt Certainty con- 
ccivable, that thoſe Books which he calls the 
Records of the Apoſtles, &c. were received and 
acknowledged from their firſt Writing, as the 
real Works of the Apoſtles, &c. and that they 
were the ſame with thoſe which in his Time 
were publicly read in all Chriſtian Aſſemblies; 
J fay in All For Juſtin was a Native of Pale- 
ſtine, had travelled into Æg ypr, had viſited Greece, 
and was at Rome when he writ his Apology in 
all which Reſpects he was happily qualified to 
declare what was the Uſage of the Catholic or 
univerſal Church. 

The next thing to be conſidered, is this, That 

nting what is now ſaid to be true, How are 
we aſſured, that our preſent Goſpels are the ſame 
that the Church of Chriſt received in the . 

0 
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of Juſtin, and what he fo frequently ſtiles the 
Records of the Apoſtles ? 

Here we might fairly reaſon from the Nature 
of the Thing itſelf, and ſhew, how utterly im- 
poſhble it muſt be for any Generation of Cbri- 
ſtians to make a total Change, and ſubſtitute new 
Books in the room of thofe which were fo uni- 
verſally received, and conſtantly read on the 
Lord - Day to every Aſſembly of Cbriſtiaus 
throughout the Roman Empire. Bur (ſay the 
Infidels) How ean we be ſecure that ſome, if 
not many, very material Relations, Precepts, 
and Doctrines have not been altered? Why, 
even this could not be accompliſh'd, without a 
Suppoſition that the whole Chriſian Church 
would come into the Cheat. For when ſome 
Heretics, whoſe Godlineſs was Gain, did at- 
rempt it, in order to ſupport their own No- 
tions, How ſoon was the Impoſture diſcovered? 
An Appeal made to thoſe ancient and received 
Copies, which the Catholic Church had acknow- 
ledged as canonical, immediately ſhew'd their 
Innovations, and condemn'd their Corruptions. 
And to conceive the whole collective Body of the 
Chriſtian People, diſperſed over all the Provin- 
ces and Regions of the Roman Empire, Oribo- 
dox as well as Hereticks, conſpiring to change 
here and there a few fngle Periods in theſe Re- 
cords, and this Agreement never to be menti- 
oned by any Writer, is a Suppoſition not fit 
for any Man in his Senſes to make or own. 
And, in Fact, when the Marcionites, &c. did 
attempt to corrupt ſome Paſſages in favour of 
their own Tenets, How was the whole World 
alarm'd with the Noiſe of it, both from Pa- 
gans and Chriſtians ? "Fl 
| ur 
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But to be more particular as to the Teſtimo- 
ny of 7uſiin, I ſhall ſhew from his own Works, 
that the Goſpels we now have, can be no other 
than thoſe he mentions as canonical in his own 
Time: For the many Quotations he there makes 
from them, not only as to the Sex/e, but in the 
very Words of theſe Authors, will be an un- 
doubted Evidence (if we had no other) accord- 
ing to all the Rules of Critici/m, that his and 
our Goſpels are the fame. To purſue this Ar- 
gument thro? all its Inſtances, and proceed by 
way of [nduftion, would be too tedious to the 
Generality of Readers, tho' it gives no ſmall 
Pleaſure and Aſſurance to a retired thoughtful 
Mind; I ſhall therefore, at preſent, only ſay, 
that a very great part of all the four Goſpels are 
to be found in the Works of Juſtin, and go on 
to ſhew, that the two firſt Chapters of St. Mat- 
thew's Goſpel, which are more particularly 
— againſt, were received in his Time. 
n 
In Proof of this, it will be neceſſary to tran- 
ſlate what is found in Juſtin's Dialogue with 
Tryphon; where he ſays, „Aſſoon as he (Chriſt) 
vas born, the Magi or Wiſe- men came from 
Arabia to worſhip him; but firſt they went 
e to * Herod, who then reigned in your Land. 
« —And whenthe Wiſe-men came to him from 
« Arabia, and ſaid, We know from a * Star 
* which appears in 'the Heavens, that there is 
0 King 
1 r. p. 70. 
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© a King born in this your Country, and we are 


„ come to worſhip him: Herod was then in- 
formed by the Elders of your People, who 
« ſaid, he muſt be born in Bethlehem; for it 
&« is written in the Prophet, And thou * Betble- 
« hem in the Land of Fudab, art not the leaſt 
«© among the Princes of Judab, for our of thee 
© ſhall come a Governor, who ſhall rule my Peo- 
* ple — And the Wiſe-men from Arabia come- 
ing to Bethlehem, 1 the Child, 
© and offering to him Gifts, Gold, Frankincenſe, 
and Myrrh, after they had worſhipped the 
© Child, were commanded by Revelation not 
© to return back again to Herod— And Joſeph, 
© who was betrothed to 5 Mary, and firſt of all 


% deſigned to put away his Spouſe, thinking 


© ſhe was big by human Means, i. e. by Forni- 
© cation, was warned by a Viſion not to put 


„ away his Wife; the Angel ſaying to him, 


© That which is in her Womb is of the Holy 


© Ghoſt. Being therefore ſomewhat terrified, - 


* he did *not put her away; but he went from 
© Nazareth where he lived, to be enrolled at 
© Bethlehem, his proper Country And he, to- 
„ gether with Mary, is commanded to go into 
Egypt, and to remain there till it ſhould be 
revealed to them, that they might return to 
© the Land of Judah. — And Herod, when the 
„ Wiſe-men from Arabia did not come back 
© to him, as he deſired them, but, according 
© to what was commanded them, went back 
ei into their own Country another way: and 
* when Foſeph, together with Mary and the 
Child, were already got into Egypt, as it had 
| M 
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© been commanded them by Revelation, Herod 
not knowing which was the Child whom the 
«© Wiſe-men came to worſhip, commanded all 
© the Male Children in Bethlebem to be killed 
« without Diſtinction. And this was before 
<& propheſy'd of by Jeremias, the Holy Spirit 
< fpeaking thus by him: In Rama there was 
© a Voice heard, Lamentationand ; Mourn- 
ing, Rachel weeping for. her Children, and 
e would not be comforted, becaufe they were 
ce nor.” | | 24 

It is obſervable that in this, as well as in his 
other hiſtoricak Accounts. of Chriſt, Juſtin con- 
ſtantly appeals to the Records. of the Apoſtles; 
but none of thoſe Incidents ot Particulars, which 
I have here tranflated, are mentioned in any of 
them, but in that of St. Matthew, and in the 
two firſt Chapters of this Author only. Thofe 
who can compare Juſtin's manner of Expreſſion 
with that of the Apaſtle in the original Language, 
may have more Pleaſure in the Means of their 
Conviction z but an Engliſh Reader cannot but 
be a//ured, that one of theſe Accounts muſt be 
taken from the other; and conſe „ that 
Juſtin, who took it from the Records of the 
Apoſtles, muſt copy it from St. Matthew's Gof- 

el. | 

E I ſhall only add on this Head, that where our 
Author quotes the Prediction of Micah (which 
he does alſo. in his firſt Apology) it is moſt evi- 
dent, that in both Places he uſes the very Hords 
of St. Matthew, which Words expreſs the Senſe 


of the Prophet only, but are neither a litera? 


Recital from the Seventy, whom. he uſually fol- 
lows, nor a cloſe Tranſlation from the Hebrew. 
The fame is obſervable as to the other Citation 


from 
1 Matth. ii. 16. 2 8. 18. © 


\ 


( 33) 

from the Prophet Jeremy, concerning Rachel and 
the Loſs of her Children, which he here makes 
uſe of, not as a literal Tranſlation from the He- 
brew, nor as a verbal Tranſcript from the Se- 
venty, but Letter for Letter, as it ſtands in St. 
Matthew, with the bare Omiſſion of Oyires G, 
which ſerves only to increaſe the Pathos. But 
there can be no Gficient Reaſon aſſigned, why 
Juſtin ſhould forſake both the Zebrew and the 
Seventy, and prefer St. Matthew's manner of ex- 
preſſing theſe two Prophecies, unleſs it was that 
St. Matthew's Goſpel (in which theſe two Chap- 
ters were then included) was received by the 
Chriſtian Church as canonical. Thus much as to 
the preſent Argument. I hope the Nature of 
the Proof will excuſe the Length of it, and 
ſerve the Reader as a Specimen of that manner of 
Demonſtration which might be cafily carried 
throughout all the Coſpel, | 

Thus then are we ſatisfied, from ſome of thoſe 
Evidences which his Lordſbip refers to, that Ju- 
tin and the Chriſtians in his Days, could not be 
miſtaken in the Reception of theſe Writings as 
canonical; and we are equally certain, that our 
preſent Goſpels are the ſame that were publickly 
read and acknowledged in thoſe Days: But we 
ſhall have Occaſion to ſpeak more fully on this 
Head, in the following Pages. We have al- 
ready ſeen it very ſtrongly implied by Juſtin, 
That theſe Goſpels were but four in Number; 
and the next Witneſs the Biſbop calls, puts it 
beyond Contradiction: For Tatian, who was 
Juſtin's Scholar, did, as his Lordſhip obſerves 
from Euſebius, i compoſe a certain Harmony and 
Agreement of the Goſpels; which he called 4 
 Collefticn from the Four. Which plainly ſhews, 
| M 2 that 
Euſeb. I. 4. c. 29. d rigατν]. 


( 34 ) 

that Four, and no more, were then acknow- 
ledged as canonical. | | 

And of theſe four, /reneus has given us a ve- 
ry particular Account, which J have already 
cited from the Paſtoral Letter; from whence we 
are informed of the Names both of the Apoſtles 
and of their Followers, who writ the Goſpels, and 
made up the Number of the Four Evangeliſts; 
as alſo of the Order wherein they writ, viz. 
That St. Matthew began, and St. John cloſed 
up the ſacred Hiſtory of the Life and Doctrine 
of the Bleſſed Jeſus. And the Genuineneſs of 
theſe Writings was ſo far from being called in 
queſtion, even by the Enemies of Chriſtianity, 
that, as his Lordſhip has obſerved, Irenæus ſays, 
« The very Heretics gave their Teſtimony to 
& them: - And “ that as to their Number, 
they were neither more nor leſs than four.” 

Here we may again expect to have the ſame 
Queſtions repeated in _— to [renens, as were 
mentioned above in reſpect of Juſtin; How could 
this Man know the Truth of what he affirms? 
Or, How can we know, That when he talks of 
Goſpels, he means the ſame that we now have? 

As to the firſt, I ſhall not judge it trouble- 
ſome to myſelf, becauſe I know it will be ſatis- 
factory to the Reader, to tranſlate a Paſſage from 
an Epiſtle writ by Jrenæus himſelf, to his old 
Acquaintance Florinus, and preſerved in the 
Works of Euſebius. When I was yet very 
“ young, ſays he, under the Government of 
Polycarp, in the Lower Aſa, I knew you 
& making a very handſome Appearance in the 
& Court, and endeavouring to be well eſteemed 
« by Polycarp; for I remember Things then 
done, better than thoſe which have lately 


&« happened 
H. E. /. 5. e. 20. 


( 85 ) 

cc happened; becauſe the Inſtructions given to 
« young Perſons, grow up together with the 
&« Mind, and are united to it: So that I am 
« now able to deſcribe the very Place in which. 
ce the bleſſed Polycarp fate when he reaſoned to 
“ us, his Walk, his coming in, the Character 
« of his Life, the Idea of his Body, and the 
« Diſcourſes which he made to the Multitude 
& and how he ſpoke of the Converſation which 
% he had with John and with other Perſons 
ho had ſeen the Lord; and how he remem- 
« bred what they ſaid, and what thoſe Things 
« were which he had heard of them concern- 
“ ing the Lord; and how Polycarp, having re- 
« ceived an Account of his (Chrif*s) Miracles 
« and Do&tines,* from thoſe who with their 
« own Eyes had ſeen the Word of Life, deliver- 
« ed all Things agreeable to the Scriptures. 
* Theſe Things I then diligently heard, thro' 
ce the Mercy of God that was upon me.” — 

It is obſervable from this Paſſage, not only 
that Irenæus was bred up under Polycarp, who, 
as Euſebius teſtifies, was * a Companion of 
c the Apoſtles, and was ordained Biſhop of the 
“Church of Smyrna by thoſe who were Eye- 
ce witneſſes and Miniſters of the Lord;“ but 
alſo, that at the Time' of his Education, the 
Scriptures of the New Teſtament or the Goſpels, . 
were declared canonical: for the Relations which 
Polycarp made of the Doctrines and Miracles of 
Chriſt, as he had received them from Perſons 
who had been Eye-witneſſes of the Word of Life, 

are 

1 el 7 quid wer duTv, N ve Izoxghia, 
E. evToF\wv rhe Cons — — . 
r he o F yeaqais. H. E. 


> 2 vrgN d, i TleYzgen ©. Ib. 1. 3. c. 36. 


Lil. are obſerved to have been in all Particulars the 
1 ſame as in the Scriptures, ædyra ovugara mis 
vfapare. And what theſe Scriptures were, his 
Lordſhip has already ſhewn. So that here we 
have a ſufficient Evidence, that the Goſpels were 
then look'd on as a Rule of Faith and Manners g 
ſince the traditional Accounts even of Polycarp 
himſelf, were to be brought to them as to their 
proper Standard. 
18 | His Lordſhip's Reaſoning therefore ſtands 
WW) thus: Polycarp, who was a Companion of the 
. Apoſtles, and conſtituted Biſhop of Smyrna by 
168 thoſe who had ſeen the Lord, cannot be ſuppo- 
148 ſed miſtaken in the Choice and Uſe of thoſe 
148 | Mritings which contained the Life and Doctrines 
18 of our bleſſed Saviour. Ireneus, who was bred 
1 up under Polycarp, and compared his traditio- 

| nal Accounts with the ſacred Text, and from 


J | thence argued for their Veracity, can as little 
18 be thought to be deceived in the Reverence he 
| bore to theſe Writing. In ſhort, Polycarp re- 
|| ceived his Account immediately from the Apo- 
files, and Ireneus his from Polycarp himſelf, 
without the Interpoſition of any third Perſon. 
Both of them ſuſtained many Difficulties in the 
Chriſtian Cauſe, both governed large and popu- 
lous Dioceſes for many Years, and both finally 
received the Crown of Martyrdom for their un- 
alterable Adherence to the Contents of theſe 
Boots. They were neither deceived, nor De- 
Cervers. 1 
It how certain therefore, that /reneus could 
not poſſibly be miſtaken in this Point, we ſhall 
eaſily prove, that the ſecond Queſtion muſt be 
held affirmatively, viz. That the Four Goſpels we 
at preſent uſe, are the fame as in his Time. 
The Method will be no other than what I fol- 
- WR. lowed 
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(87 ) 
lowed in regard to Juin; and the Proofs will 
be taken from his own Writings: But this I 
ſhall do in relation to the . ö chan of 
St. Maithew only, which, as they ſay, arc liable 
to the greateſt Odjections; and what occurs to 
us in fuch Wrizings of this Father, as are yet 
may ftand thus: 
(fays he) declares his Human Ge- 
:* The Book of the Gene- 
s Chriſt the Son of David, the 
«© Son of Abraban.” And again, The Birth 
| ay... Qui was on this wiſe.” And in another 
G The Birth of Chriſt was in this 
66 manner; When his Mother was betrothed 
< to F Joſephs eph, before they came together, ſhe 
s found: with Child of the Holy Ghoſt. 
* Then when Fo/eph thought to put her away, 
« becauſe ſhe was with Child, (behold) an An- 
gel of God fitting by him, and ſaying, * Fear 
„ not to take unto thee Mary thy W ife, fot 
that which is in her Womb is of the Holy 
«. Ghoſt: And ſhe ſhall bring forth a Son, 
and thou ſhalb call his Name Jefus, for he 
«<: ſhall ſave his People from their ins. And 
<< this was done that it might be fulſilled, which 
« was ſpoken of the Lord by the Prophet, 
* *Behold a Virgin ſhall be with Child, and 
« ſhall bring forth a Son, and they ſhall call 
his Name umanuel; which, being in 
% ted, is God with us.“ And for. all this he 
expreiy, and by Name, quotes St. A 
A 
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(88) 
And in another Chapter thus: Matthew 

** ſays, that the Wiſe-men, coming from the 
<< Eaſt, ſaid, We have ſeen his Star in the Eaſt, 
and are come to worſhip him: And being 
brought by the Star into the Houſe of Ja- 
cob to Immanuel, they declared what he was 
whom they worſhipped, by the Gifts they 
offered; * Myrrh, becauſe he was the Perſon 
** who ſhould die, and be buried for Mankind; 
Gold, becauſe he was a King, of whole King- 
dom there was no End; Frankincenſe, be- 
*© cauſe he was God, who was made known in 
FJudæa, and manifeſted to thoſe who ſought 
him not.” And Matthew, ſpeaking of the 
Angel, ſays, *** The Angel of the Lord ap- 
<< peared unto Foſeph in a Dream: (if it be ast d) 
of what Lord, he himſelf interprets it: That 
it might be fulfilled, which was ſpoken of 
*© the Lord by the Prophet, Out of Egypt have 
<< I called my Son.” | 

From hence it is moſt manifeſt, that the #wwo 
firſt Chapters of St. Matthew's Goſpel were in 
thoſe Copies which Jrenæus received from Po- 
tycarp, and Polycarp from the Apoſiles, and thoſe 
who had been Eye-witneſſes to the Actions o 
our Lord: And theſe Paſſages do alſo contain a 
ſure Proof that they have been faithfally tranſ- 
mitted to us. The Force of this Argument 
might be eaſily extended to the whole of the 
four Goſpels: But of this more in its proper 


Place. 


Had his Lordſhip ſtopt here, it would have 
been impoſſible for any one who had entered 
fairly into the Argument, and examined the 

"EY! Force 

7 Matth. ii. 2. 2 p. 11. $ ©. 13. 499. 16. 

Matthæus autem magos, Cc. ait. 
dDe Angelo Matthæus ait, c. 9. Ed. Maſſuet. 


Fiore of that Evidence which is here produ- 
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ced, to diſprove the Authority of our preſent 
, Goſpels; or to ſhew, that they were not recei- 
ved and ſubmitted to by the Church of Chriſt, 
while ſome of the Apoſtles, and many more of 
thoſe who had ſeen the Lord, and miniſter d un- 
to him, were actually living. If then the Ca- 
tholic Church received theſe Goſpels from the 
immediate Diſciples of our Saviour, as a Rule of 
Faith and Manners, and ſet them upon the fame 
foot as the Jews did the Writings of the Old 
Teſtament z (as has been abundantly proved) and 
if we are aſſured (as moſt certainly we are) that 
our preſent Goſpels are faithful Tranſcripts from 
thoſe primitive ones, his Lordſbip has manifeſtly 
precluded whatever can be urged from the Ob- 
jections of the Inquirer: For, | 
Firſt, As to the Authors of them, it is highly 
probable from Polycarp, and it is put beyond all 
Contradiction by his Diſciple /reneus, that they 
were received under the ſame Titles they at pre- 
ſent bear. 2dly, As to the Occaſion, Thar they 
were all publiſhed for the Direction and Govern- 
ment of the Chriſtian Church in general. 3dly, 
As to the Time when, - we know that they were 
all abroad in the World before the Death of 
St. John. Athly, As to the wage in which 
they were publiſhed, (which is ask'd in regard 
to St. Matthew only) we are certain that Ju- 
ſtin and Irenæus, and with them the «niver/al 
Church, uſed our preſent Greek Copy, as what 
was recommended to them by the Apoſtles and 
apoftolical Men. And if this Foundation ſtands, 
which I think can never be ſhaken, all that 
noiſy Oppoſition which the Inquirer has collect- 
ed, cannot have the leaſt Force to deſtroy what 
is thus cſtabliſhed, x 
or 


— 


(69 
For granting that St. Matibew did originally 


write his Goſpel in the Hebreu, or rather in that 
mix d Language which vas then uſed in Juda, 
it is very far from being improbable, that he 
himſelf, moved by the ſame: Reaſons that made 


him write it, might take a Tranſlation of it 
along with him when jhe propagated the Goſpe! 


in other Countries; at leaſt, ſo much (as I ſaid 


before) is certain, That the Goſpel we now have 
under his Name, is the ſame that was appealed 
to by the Chriſtian Catbolic Church .in the Days 
of Juſtin; when among all Ranks and Degrees 
of Converts, there were many Men and omen 
of ſixty and of ſeventy Vears old, who muſt 
have received their Inſtruction from the Apoſties, 
from the Eye-witneſſes, or from Biſhops and Dea- 
cons ordained immediately by the Apoſtles, and 
conſequently can, in no View of Things, be 
ſuppoſed. miſtaken in ſo material a Point. | 
And this will — in all Roſpects 
as to the Teſtimony of /reneus, who was edu- 
cated under Polycarp, who was born but 33 
Years after our $Saviour's Crucifixion. So that 
the preſent Greek Copy of St. Matthew, now 
with us, has all the Evidence of its being cano- 
nical, that the Nature of the Thing will ad- 
mit; viz. It was recommended and uſed as ſuch 
by the primitive Church of Chrif, while ſome 
of the Apoſtles and many of the Eye-witneſ- 
ſes were living; as alſo great Numbers of 
Men and Women who had ſoon and 
familiarly, ſome with the Apoffles, others with 
primary Diſciples, and All with thoſe of the fir 
ged 


Succeſſion. It was alſo univerſally acknow 
in the Eaſtern and the Weſtern Churches, in 
Here 
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Here his Lundin might have made an End- 
The- Proof that the c Gps — 
is diſtinct and compient: But being wilt 
I conceive, to give ſome ſhort Sechmch of 
that marmer of Prbof, by whichy ir maybe ea - 
_ ſhewyn, that theſe continually 
uſed byrthe ſurcreuing Generations, he has men» 
tionddtwotnoreEvidences: Firſt; Clemens Alex 
—— — goes on, i of 

cited out of the 85 
iel is not found in the Per Geh e 
© have been delivered down to us. If we arc 
asked, What Certainty Clemenm could have in 
thoſe Things, let us hear what he himſelf ſay 
ad to the ⁊imes he lived in © Mem (ſays he) 
© who have preſerved the true Tradition of the 
bleſſed Doctrine immedimely from erer and 
60 Janes, Jobn _ the Holy Apo ies (as 
© 'a Child taking from a Father; but few are 
ce like · their Nuke ez byſthe Will of God 
* „ dome dowh even to us, communicating tho 
itive and apoſtolical Seeds. From wWhence 
NN or ſhould Clemens know, that there were 
bur Fvar Goſpels held'canoniral q Ne ice, I ſay, 
but from the Authority vf the Cabot Church, 
ſupporre# by the libing Voice of : — Men who 
— Komwikoer' from the Hay Apoſtletf 
To Ciemint his Loruſbip adds Origen; * who ' 
60 % wentioningithe Writeis of the Four Goſpels 
ce hy name ane in tlitir Order ſays; That theſe 
2 no ſdther) had been received inthe” 
Chbreh:” What was 'thesLearhingp what 
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( 92 ) - 
only obſerve, That thoſe Works of his which 
are yet extant, do moſt evidently prove. 
that our Goſpels, and the four he mentions, are 
the ſame. 101, E D 
- Upon the whole then, the Evidence which 
the Biſhop has here produced, is not only ſuffi- 
cient to demonſtrate what he lays down, viz. 
“ That the Four Goſpels contain a faithful and 
c true Account of the Birth, Life, Death, Re- 
« ſurreQion, and Aſcenſion of Jeſus ;” but does 
alſo neceſſarily imply, © that they have been 
6“ faithfully tranſmitted down to us.” Which 
is the ſecond Thing the Inquirer objects to, and 
charges the Biſhop as being defective in the Proof 
of it: Whereas I doubt not to ſhew (as I at firſt 
propoſed) that his Lordſhip has laid before us 
ſuch Arguments as are ſufficient to prove their 
faithful Tranſmiſſion, and All ſuch as the Nature 
of his preſent Work would allow of: But firſt,” 
I muſt give the Reader as good an Inſight into 
the Controverſy as I can; to which Purpoſe, I 
ſhall repeat the Subſtance of both their Argu- 
ments. | | | 

The Queſtion runs thus: Whether theſe 
« Four Goſpels have been faithfully tranſmitted 
“to the Chriſtians of ſucceeding Ages?” which 
the Biſhop affirms, and thus ſupports: In ge- 
< nera], it reſts upon thoſe who call in queſtion 
ce the Fidelity of the Tranſmiſſion in this Caſe, ' 
ce to ſhew, that any other Book whatſoever, has 
& ſuch and ſo many plain and ſtrong Teſtimo- 
& nies of a faithful Tranſmiſſion, as the New 
4 Teſtament, leſt they—involve themſelves in 
& the Abſurdity of rejecting all ancient Wri- 
& tings whatſoever, as not only altered from their 
Originals, but altered to ſach a degree as not 
A 8 2 "to. 
' Paſt, Lett. p. 63, 64. 
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© to. repreſent to us the ine Meaning and 
* Defign-of their Authors. It is well known 
c how early the Chriſtian Religion Was carried 
e into almoſt all Parts of the Roman Empire, 
into Regions and Countries very numerous 
«and very diſtant from one another; and as 
« Chriſtianity ſpread, Copics of the New Te- 
« ſtament ſpread with it, and not only remain- 
ed in the Hands of numbers of private Chri- 
<« ſtians, but were publickly received and read 
“in their religious Aſſemblies, So.. 

To this the Inquirer replies: Lee That the Las- 
6 „ runter contents hinfelf with barely aſſert· 

ing, That this (St. Matthew's) (among the other 
6 Goſpels) bath been faithfully Meents to Cbri- 
0 —.— of ſucceeding Ages; offering no Proo 

* it upon Iuſidels rather to prove it 

6 ; m, and to dio That any other Boo 
hs — bas. ſuch and ſo many plain and 
* ftrong Teftimonies of a faithful Tranſmiſſion, at 
& the New Teftament,—And the * faithful Tranſ-. 
„ miſſion of St. Matthew's Coſpel, can never be 


«© madefairly to appeat from eccleſiaſtigal Hiſto- 


<* ry only, it being impoſſible in the nature of the 
„Thing, admitting, as that does, the Original 
« of it to have been corrupted; which is the 
« Caſe of no one profane Author that L know / 
4 of.” They eaſily ſubmit to the Letter-wri- 
04 zer's fine Reaſoning, That after Chriſtianity 
« at carried into almoſt. all Parts of the Ro- 
© man Empire, &c; which (by the way) could 
not be till toward the end of the Fourth Cen- 
< tury: That then, indeed, it had been in vain 
for a private Chriſtian, - to have attempted 
&« any conſiderable Alteration in his Copy, with- 
& out roy found our d exploded by FIN 


3 - © Ibid, b. 5o. 3 Thid, p. 56. 
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&© (tho!'rſonde Altetatiom we know: were made; 
* found! ont; exploded, andi: yet i commnułd- 
„ But, I. ſayz the Advertaty is — to 
admit the: Argument on this Head“ 
It is neceſfary to premiſe in this — Dhet 
the Biſhops: condernedo to prove the fdinbf¹ 
Tranſmiſſion of no orbe- than of tbeſt᷑ 
Fur, whoſe Authority he has alreadyietiabliſh®s 
edi The /zqnirty ſnoots very wide of the Mark; 
for his Loruſbip has no more Buſineſs with the 
Goſpel according to tho: Heber or the 
renes, chan he has wit that according to the 
2 — Ebioniten; &c. org indeed, thatr 
— * e Ge; 
which, as Fabritius ſa Wund nm, 

fry diſtin Titles — 
IftheBiſbop's Ar ments ov ut ennugh 
to prove, that the, Copies of the Foar Coſpoli, 
whnchive make uſe of, have received no ſuch 
Alterations as miſrepreſent the genuine Mean 
of them tous, he has — he promi? 
ſed or deſigned. But the Iauirer thinks it un- 
reaſonableq that Inſidolt ſnouid bo called upon 
to ſhew- thut any ſuok'Alrerations;' Iaterpretati- 
ons, or Abtid have beem ever made. 
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Whereas in truthʒ this is the only Method of 
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bringing the Queſtion to a 

To name the Chaim to! whi 

have been offered, the Perſons! byt 

the Ag when, is an eaſy Tas — 

aſtical-Auchor er _ 

1 n Aion 

1 Tigard alba ſed ex hib ure Gol 
Tio algo ru, gs waa 

Ced Apper, N. T. pA 335+ n 
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® 1/ tbe Reader it deferous to. l this 0 
Goſpel, whith Mr. Toland and the Is LE e 
Str nbout, he may conſult Mr. Nye, Dr. Mill, Prol. p. 526. 


or Fabrit. Cod. Apoer. Ni T. piggy — 371. 
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Aationcof this nature. y£;Hiſgoty! 


Itirely «flent, and never eerded a 


Attempts, groundleſs Swſpicians and; hare, Ba- 
Fills — Impoſſubilities, can have 


no influence an a eonſidering Mind. At is 


therefore incumbent, as his, Leraſbip well .ab- 
ſer ves, on Anſidels, to ſhew fame Reaſoni 


ng 
founded on tts and Realities, hy they ſmahe 
:fo:wide a Difference in the Preatment theygive | 


thoſe Coſpels, and what they grant to other 
Hiſtories of the — — or elle to ad- 
mit them both on an equal faot of Credit. 

As to what the dnquirer yſchrews in 
there, from the Fulne/s of his af the 
4 Spirit of ſore Men's Chtiſtianity, and of 
+ Infidels and Heretics mating ſo :ofien,” 1 
#hink his iprefent .Difſertatian 8 8/Convingi 
roof, that no Fears af this kind pdfſcſsrthisown 
Heart. Obriſ and his Apaſtles, and the Church 
af Gau, ere neuer uſed an a ifreor manner, by 
any Aurhor I know af; and yet all this might 
have bern | had the 
thought, that all his Zeal and Calumm could 
one, whoſe Underſtanding is not week 


to miſtake Inſult for Victory, Miſrepreſentation 
for Reality, and Abuſe for Demonſtration: 80 


_ we ſhall continue todeclare, —* — = 
4 ſanity requires no further Favour, than a 
5 and Do&rines of it.” But what has Fairneſs 
to do with thoſe ſo groſs Inſtances of fajſe Evi- 
dence, which I have already ſhewn the Zugas- 
rer guilty of in his Miſapplication of Dodwell, 
Mill, and Clarke; or Inpartiality, with that 
bitter Zeal which is every where expreſſed a- 
gainſt the primitive and preſent Governors of 
E "i A 


af · theſe 


W . 


„ the 


( 
the Church? I am ſure no one would be more 
concerned than myſelf, to ſee any © one ſmart 
64 for a fair and impartial Inquiry into any No- 
tions whatſoeverz” and his Lordſbip's Wri- 
tings and Practice give me Reaſon to enter- 
tain the ſame Thoughts of him alſo. 
But to return. The next Argument the Bi- 
op has laid before us, is taken from the “. Mul- 
<« titude of Copies ſpread almoſt over all Parts 
© of the Roman Empire, and thoſe in conſtant 
„ uſe among private Men, and in publick Aſ- 
« ſemblies.” Whence we are deſired to infer, 
the moral poſſibility of any material Corrup- 
tions. And to the Force of this Reaſoning, in 
general, we ſee, the Inquirer ſays, the Adver- 
<« faries eaſily ſubmit ;z” but then affirms, © that 
& this could not be till toward the End of the 
fourth Century:” So that the Time when 
theſe Goſpels were thus univerſally publiſhed, is 
now the only Point in queſtion it being 
on both Sides, that ſuch a Publication, ſuch a 
prodigious Number of Copies, as muſt be then 
multiplied through all Countries, would prove 
a moſt effectual Method to ſecure them from 
any material Corruption, or to diſcover it if at» 
tempted. 9 irftign 7 
In order to clear and ſettle this Debate, I 
muſt obſerve, that where the Biſhop aſſerts, 
That Copies of theſe holy Goſpels were with 
&« great Zeal conyey'd to remote Countries, by 
* thoſe who ſucceeded the Apoſtles in the Pro- 
« pagation of the Chriſtian Faith,” we are there 
referr'd to Eu/ebius for the Truth of this Aﬀer» 
tion. The whole Paſſage ſtands thus, and is 
ſufficient to determine the Diſpute in favour of 


7 Paſt. Lett. p. 43; 
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e Ogadratus (ſays the Hiſtorian) was among 
-- *thoſe-who ſhone forth in that Time, (Trajav's 
If Reign)s who, as it is ſaid, was diſtinguiſh'd by 
 - theGift of Prophecy at the ſame time with Phi- 
ids Daughters; and a great many more than 
theſe were famous at that Seaſon: who being 
in the firſt Rank of Succeſſion from the Apoſtles, 
as the divine Diſciples of ſo great Men, they 
built up the Foundations of thoſe Churches 
— gy Apoſtles * laid in _y Place, * 
creaſing, to a great degree, the preachi 
brich and 2 he ſalutary Seeds of the 
Kingdom of Heaven plentifullythro all ihe World. 
For very many of the Diſciples in thoſe Days, 
having their Hearts ſtruck by the heavenly 
Word, with a more earneſt Love of Philoſo- 
pby, firſt of all fulfilled the ſaving Command, 
gave their Subſtance to the Poor; then go- 
ing abroad, my rformed the Work of Evan- 
geliſts, being deſirous to preach Chriſt to thoſe 
who as yet had neyer heard the Word of Faith, 
and to deliver to them the Writing of the divine 
Goſpels. And theſe Men, only laying the Foun- 
dation of the Faith in certain ſtrange Places, 
ordained other Men to be Paſtors; and having 
appointed them to improve thoſe who were 
1 initiated, they went into other Coun- 
tries and Nations, aſſiſted by the Grace and Co- 
operation of God: For even in that Age were 
many miraculous Powers exerted by them thro! 
the Holy Spirit.” HY. 
here is room for ſeveral very pertinent Re- 
marks to be made from this Paſſage, which in 
duced me to give it at large. And, 
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Firſt, As to the Time y theſe Things wers 
done in the Reign of Trajan, which ended . 
Tay, As to the Men; they were the e 

ate Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, and they were en- 
dowed from above with the Power of working 
Miracles They gave all they had to the Poor, 


c. 

3dly, The Extem of their Labours, or how 
far their Preaching. might reach ;z-——To the 
Churches which the Apoſtles founded in every 
Place, to the ſowing plentifully the ſaving Seeds 
of the Kingdom of Heaven bro all the World, 

Athly, The Manner in which they did theſe 
Things; they preached Chriſ, and then pave 
the Writing of the divine Goſpels as a ſtanding 
Rule of Life. | 1 

Laſtly, The Care they took that this Faith 
and theſe Writings might be preſerved; they 
ordained other Men to be Paſtors, and to per- 
fect what they had begun. — And thus is the 
Fa# in queſtion determined fully and clearly 
in Favour of the Goſpels, by vertue of that Au- 
thority which the Biſbop has here produced. 


And if any one doubts what is meant by 1b 
firſs Succeſſion = the Apoſiles, when uſed as 4 
Date or fix'd Period of Time, let him hear 
what Mr. Dodell has remarked on this very © 
Place. When, ſays he, we ſpeak of a Sur= 
*© ceſſion as a Mark of Time, according to En/t- 
*© bras, we mult place thoſe in the 75 Sucteſ= 

Cum de Ata. tanquam temporis nota loquimur, ili * 
apv7y Aiadbyy, pro mente Exſebii, vixiſſe cenſendi ſunt, 
qui ultimorum du ſeu Apofelortm, ſeu aliorum Do- 


nin Diſcipalorum, fuiſſent ipft Diſeipuli. Difert, 1, it 
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5 Trades in — 
herefore thoſe who, in 
3 the ee Trajen, mere old enoughto be 
<< capable of zap, if they were inſtructed 
65 e che the N es ow. we ave 


wn, to have;h till that Li 
455 Men, Lydia e F kay 
75 58 nu ne Amt Succeſſian.“ 
From om hence 1 Tag — be fully fatigfy” 
x 7s 0 2 Ss 
1 —2 ſe Bib builds, jreceiy £ figs 
nity, aud all Th 8 FT to 'cominye it, 
ap 0 oſe very * W eh 
e.. EE. 49, e 
Works of che we hat ah 
«+ \Femps or incline 185 75 FR Ch ritians do cor- 
1 rig oaks that cantainedi thoſe a on 
oboe ounded all their Hopes, and 
. which e des ready to ſaer their 
Lives? W. by this fingle e Co 
e ed.thro! all its Views, by an im- 
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To which, I conceive, he expects no ther A. 


ſwer than 2 Denial in as many Words. 

But moreover, * The Appeals which have 
ee been conſtantly made to theſe Wri 
e ſince Controverſies aroſe in the | 
« which was as early as the ſecond Century: 


"arch, * 
tury 
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And © the many early Tranſlations out of the 


<« Greek into other Languages (Syriac, Latin, 


* &c.) are other Arguments ſuggeſted by the 


« Biſhop, and ſuch as our Adverſaries can never 


e gyerthrow.” — And *as to the various Rea - 


e dings, his Lordſhip has fully proved, and has 
the full Concurrence of all Men verſed in 
e this part of critical Learning, That from the 
<« greater Number of Manuſcripts, we are fur- 
«© niſhed with the he Means of giving a cer- 
te reft Edition of = Author,” | = — — 
always repeating what the great riti 
have fo — 14 ——— Or isin to be ex- 
pected, that in a Treatiſe of bit Nature, his 
Lordſbip ſhould be obliged to give as full at 
Account of the faithful Tr fa of the Gf. 
pels as Dr. Mill has done (and a moſt exact and 
elaborate Work it is) in his Prolegomena, under 
the Title. De Statu ſacri Textus N. T. per um- 
nia Eccleſiæ ſecula. i 1 
A Writer who underſtands himſelf and his 
Subject, muſt, as I before obſerved, confine his 
= _— _ RG as * of Crui- 
(iſm, fou in the Judgment rience 
of Mankind, have placed to ev Aileen kind 
of + Som The Tendency of his 'Lordſbip's 
Deſign, allowed him only to fpeak of the Evie 


neral, and comprehenfive manner; to refer to 


undoubted 
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dence for the Canon of Scripture, in a ſhort, ge- 
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The Silence and Impotency of out” 
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ar] aſſert” Gl 
And chat his-Lordſhip | 


and * — Fakt: 


bas performed this, is unqueſtionabley nay; the 


en not fo much as eff nge one 
le "Witneſs. oha 6 702 


to the Fafa a of choſs WII 
ings, the moſt Arguments'that can 


"bout are here laid before ud, in ſuch'a man- 


ner as the Nature of a Paſtoral Letver reds 
yerſa- 


<<. ries, the Multitute'of Copies ſpreud into all 


$*. Parts of the Roman Empice Vo ems of | 
te Trajan, by the toe Shree the 125 | 


c« Apoſtles; rhe ſame publick 
40 125 Aſſembles every. S 7 
6: 2 as an eſtabliſh'd Practi 
e Controverſies which in Tr 
ine, and the continual Appeal 
4% 40 them to theſe Writings; che en Tran- 
c flation of them into many La z the. 
« Agreement of -Manu/cripts in all t 
«. Points; their great Number and; WO 
« ſome of them being above 1205 1 * 
And now I hope the Inguirer will join with 
me, and fairly own, that firice his*E#3þip has 
attended to, and made 18755 theſe two 8,7 48 


E Fond. be bas merited 
ax. be backward 


fend in all 
ſpokell 


in giving his Share is 1 bug muſt again defire 
him to recollect, That the Biſhop is not in the 
leaſt concerned with the Nazarene Goſpel, which 2 
is the Hero of bis Dy 
not obliged to ſpeak 
about its faithful or 9 Origin 15 Tranſ- 
20 . T bac 9 of St. Matthew which was 
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« 3 e — fools am- 
. derm Gretk Edition, of ac Greet Tranlani> 
| & gion, our of tbe loft Heirem Hrunſlatian from a 
| * Greek Original abas auas wetter ſeen.” 1 thai not + 
enyy the atever.Pleglurc-maycbethad: - 
fromthe Invention af fach eenderfubGaapios, - 
bas AG but, muſt have better Authorities Han Ibis 
—— to make me think, That our - 4 
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